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Current Topics. 


The County Courts Bill. 

Tuis BiLt was, on the 25th ult., passed formally through 
committee in the House of Lords in order to insert certain 
amendments of which Lord GORELL had given notice, and was 
thereupon re-committed. 


Paid-off Colonial Stocks. 

WE PUBLISH elsewhere a notice stating that three Canadian 
stocks—4 per cent. Loans of 1874, 1875, 1876 and 1878-9 ; 
4 per cent. Reduced Loan; and 4 per cent. Loan (1910-35) 

and also three Victoria stocks—4 per cent. Railway Loan of 
188t (1907); 4 per cent. Redemption Loan of 1882 (1908) ; 
and 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1911-26)—and also Western 
Australia 4 per cent. Inscribed Stock (1911-31), having been 
paid off, have been removed from the Treasury List of Stocks 
in respect of which the provisions of the Colonial Stock Act, 
1900, are for the time being complied witb. 


Reform in Criminal Pleadings. 

Ir HAS been rumoured during the last few days that the Lord 
Chancellor is preparing a Bill for the amendment of criminal 
pleadings, which still exhibit much of the prolixity and archaic 
phraseology of earlier ages. Amendments in the form of 
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pleadings are beset with difficulties, Sixty years have passed 
since the Common Law Procedure Acts contained a schedule of 
| forms of extraordinary clearness and brevity. These precedents 
| were rarely followed in practice, and were succeeded by the 
| less artistic forms of the Judicature Acts. Since then pleadings 
have languished and are often at the present day little more than 
ill-arranged statements of fact. It will not be denied that there 
is much room for reform in the precedents of the criminal 
courts, and it may be possible to prevent the scandal of the 
escape of a criminal through a defect in the form of an 


indictment. 


Tenants for Life and Damages for Non-Repair 
by Lessees. 

Ir 18 interesting to note that the Court of Appeal have 
reversed the decision of SWINFEN Eapy, J., in Re Lacon’s Settle- 
(ante, p. 236), upon which we an! a correspondent 
commented at the time (ante, pp. 248, 265, 269), and have 


ment 
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held that a tenant for life, unimpeachable for waste, is 
entitled to retain damages for non-repair obtained from a lessee 
holding under a lease made under the Settled Land Acts. 
Swin¥en Eapy, J., drew a distinction between the ordinary 
legal incidents of a life estate, the profits of which the tenant 
for life is entitled to retain for his own use, and profits accruing 
from a lease granted under the statutory powers; and he held 
that, since in respect of such powers the tenant for life was a 
trustee by virtue of section 53 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, he 
was also a trustee of any incidental profits arising out of their 
exercise. But in the Court of Appeal it has been pointed out 
that section 53 only makes the tenant for life a trustee as regards 
the exercise of the powers. When the powers have been properly 
exercised in the granting of a lease, the tenant for life has thereafter 
the same rights as his legal estate would give him in any other case. 
Moreover, the trustees, if they receive the damages, are not at 
liberty to expend them in repairs, and save for this purpose there 
is no reason why the money should be paid to them. If it is 
paid to the tenant for life, he has the opportunity of expending it 
in repairs, though he is under no obligation to do so. The proper 
application of the money would no doubt be to pay it to the 
trustees and authorize them to expend it in repairs, but since the 
Settled Land Acts make no provision for this being done, the 
decision of the Court of Appeal seems to be the most practical 
solution. 


Declaration of Right to Assign. 

Tue Court of Appeal have affirmed (ante, p. 519, Weekly 
Notes, 1911, p. 127) the decision of Joyce, J., in West v. Gwynne 
(ante, p. 254), that the prohibition imposed by section 3 of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1892, against exacting a fine for a licence to 
assign applies to leases dated before the Act as well as to those 
dated subsequently. If the section had been directed to be con- 
strued with section 14 of the Act of 1881, no question could have 
arisen, since that section applies expressly to all leases irrespec- 
tive of date ; but it has been held to be an independent section, 
and hence its scope does not depend on the earlier statute. It 
is expressed to apply, however, to ‘‘all leases,” and the Court of 
— have held that it extends to every lease, both existing 
and future. It is, indeed, an enactment that no covenant against 
assignment in a lease shall after the commencement of the 
Act be used by the lessor as a source of profit. It follows, 
as was held in Andrew v. Bridgman (1908, 1 K. B. 596), 
that, if the lessor contravenes the statute and demands 
payment for the licence, he thereby releases the lessee from 


assign without licence. But the most important point in the 
present decision relates to the costs of an action brought by the 
lesses for a declaration of his right to assign. In Young v. Ash 
ley Gardens Properties (1903, 2 Ch. 112), where a lessee obtained 
such a declaration, it was held that he was entitled to 
costs. On the other hand, in Jenkins v. Price (1907, 2 Ch 229), 
SWINFEN EaApy, J., took the distinction that, while the lessee 
was entitled to a declaration of right to assign, the lessor’s refusal! 
gave no cause for action, and the lessee, therefore, could not be 
allowed costs, and this was followed in vans v. Levy (1910, 1 
Ch. 452). But if the lessee is justified in invoking the assistance 
of the court, it would seem that the result as to costs should 
follow the ordinary rule, so that the costs would be borne by 
the party whose conduct has made the proceedings necessary. 
This view bas now been taken by the Court of Appeal, and 
Jenkins v. Price and Evans v. Levy have been overruled as to 
costs. Consequently a lessor who refuses his consent unreason- 
ably, or who requires payment of a fine, renders himself liable to 
the costs of a declaratory action. 


Super-tax. 


IN OUR last two numbers (ante, pp. 518, 534) correspondents 
have called attention to an anomaly affecting super-tax which, if 
the view taken by the Inland Revenue Commissioners is correct, 
would require to be removed by the Legislature. Under section 
66 (1) of the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, which was continued 
by section 3 of the Finance Act, 1910, super-tax at the rate of 


deducting £3,000 ; and by sub-section 2, the total income of any 
individual is to be taken to be the total income of that individual 
from all sources for the previous year. Hence, if we consider the 
financial years from the 6th of April, 1910, to the 6th of April, 
1911, and 6th of April, 1911, to 6th of April, 1912, an individual 
who in the former year was in receipt of an income of £7,000 will 
be assessed on £4,000 for the latter year, and £100 will be due 
for super-tax on the Ist of January, 1912. We understand that 
it is contended by the Inland Revenue Commissioners that, al- 
though the individual dies in the course of 1911-12, so that his 
full income for the year is not received, yet the £100 is payable 
by his representatives without any deduction; and this, 
apparently, is on the ground that the income for the year of 
assessment is to be taken to be the income of the previous year 
without allowance for deductions except such as are mentioned in 
section 66 (2). These do not affect the present question. but 
our first correspondent (ante, p. 518) called attention to section 134 
of the Income Tax Act, 1842, which authorizes the Commissioners, 
in the case of death during the year of assessment, to cause the 
assessment to be amended and to give such relief as shall be 
just. This is obviously intended to embody the principle that 
the tax-payer shall not be taxed on the assessed income fer the 
entire year if in fact he does not live to enjoy it. It would be 
strange if the same principle did not apply to super-tax ; but, 
in fact, as our correspondent also pointed out, “ all provisions of 
the Income Tax Acts relating to persons who are to be chargeable 
with duty, assessments, and appeals against those assessments, 
and tothe collection and recovery of duty” are to apply, so far 
as they are applicable, to the charge, assessment, collection, and 
recovery of super-tax: Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, s. 72 
(6). The provision we have just referred to is obviously a 
provision relating to assessment, since it authorizes the amend- 
ment of an assessment. Hence, while the full tax for the year 
is primd facie payable notwithstanding death, the executors, we 
imagine, are entitled to a rebate in respect of the portion of the 
year unexpired at the date of death. The same principle applies 
to the case mentioned in the further letter which we print 
elsewhere. 


Non-payment of Debits under the National 
Insurance Bill. 
THE ATTENTION of all lawyers in the House of Commons 
should be directed to the somewhat novel and striking change in 
the law of debt which section 51 of the National Insurance Bill, 


eae * i lis S " rordi f the 
the obligation to procure the licence, and the lessee ene ward before Parliament, proposes to enact. The wording o 


first sub-section is so important that we quote it in full :— 


51.—(1). It shall not be lawful during any period when an insured 
person,is in receipt of sickness benefit, or during the fourteen days 
immediately following that period, for any person to levy any 
distress or execution upon any goods or chattels belonging to 
such insured person and being on premises occupied by him, or to 
take any proceedings in ejectment or for the recovery of any rent 
or to enforce any judgment in ejectment against such insured 
person . 


The sub-section then goes on to make any attempt to 
do any of these acts a criminal offence punishable on 
summary conviction by a fine not exceeding tifty pounds. The 
second sub-section permits a county court judge to extend the 
period of immunity from fourteen days to twelve months, if 
satisfied that such proceedings would endanger the debtor’s life, 
and makes such extension not subject to appeal. It also permits 
a still longer extension upon the giving J inanty. The result 
of all this is that a person insured under the Act may 
live for at least six months and a fortnight rent free (sickness 
benefit is limited to twenty-six weeks); then for another 
twelvemonth if a county court judge can be induced to 
make such an order ; then—on giving security—for an indefinite 
future period if the judge so order. The result is that the 
unfortunate landlord—who has been guilty of no crime 
in letting his house to the insured—is deprived of eighteen 
months rent and also of his premises. It is, of course, quite 
illusory to suggest that at the end of the period he can sue and 
recover his arrears; obviously, in ninety-nine cases out of a 
hundred, such remedy is quite worthless. Surely, if the insured 
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n is to live rent-free during sickness—a humane and quite 
defensible provision—the board of guardians, or the benefit fund 
created by the Act, should be made the security for his rent to the 
landlord. There seems to be no more reason for compelling the 
landlord to supply a sick person with a house rent free, than 
there is to compel his baker, butcher, and grocer to go on supply- 
ing their wares on credit during the continuance of the sickness 
benefit. The wider provision, which suspends execution on 

s and chattels for any debt during the period mentioned, is 
a little more defensible since it creates no new obligation to 

ive credit, but simply limits the machinery for recovering debt. 
Bat all these provisions remind one of that demand for fa/ule 
nowe (a clean sweep of debts) which was the chief feature (along 
with panem et circenses) in the programmes of the Roman Revolu- 
tionary Party in the days when the republic was falling into 
decadence and was soon to become extinguished. Even Casar, 
although he rejected the full demand as put forward by CATILINE, 
CLopius and DoLABELLA, found it expedient, at the end of the 
Civil War, to suspend the repayment of all debts and the 
payment of interest for one year. Absit Omen! 


Aerial Navigation and Practical Law. 

We HAVE from time to time in these columns discussed some 
of the questions that seemed likely to arise when aerial naviga- 
tion became more general: see SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL for 28th 
September, 1907, and 23rd January, 1909. The introduction of 
the Government Bill (the text of which is printed in the 7Jimes 
of May 27th), in view of the possibility of aeroplane accidents 
at the Coronation processions, may be said to mark the entry 


} 
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Accord and Satisfaction. 


THE CURIOUS minded who are interested in discovering 
the extent of the ingenuity of the judicial mind, should read 
the judgment of Lord Justice VAUGHAN WILLIAMS in the 
case of Punamchand Shricand & Co. v. Temple (ante, p. 519, 27 
T. L. R. 430). The defendant had given the plaintiffs a pro- 
missory note for 1,500 rupees. They applied for payment to 
his father, who sent his cheque for 650 rupees, saying that he 
sent it “in full settlement.” The plaintiffs, without making 
any reply, took the cheque, credited the defendant with 650 
rupees, and then sued him for the balance. Now it is settled 
law that the payment of a smaller sum cannot be a sufficient 
consideration for the release of a larger sum due by a debtor 
unless the release is under seal ; but if the creditor accepts some- 
thing other than money in satisfaction of his claim—for 
example, a horse, a bill of exchange, a third party’s cheque 
indorsed by the debtor—then the “accord and satisfaction” is 
sufficient consideraticn to support waiver by the creditor of 
his claim to the balance: Goddard v. O’Brien (9 Q. B. D. 40), 
Bidder v. Bridges (37 Ch. D. 406). But of course such con- 
sideration must come from the debtor, otherwise it does not 
affect his liability to pay; for “accord and satisfaction ” is the 
discharge of the old contract by the creation of a new one— 
namely, the “ accord”—and this new contract is subject to the 
ordinary rule that the consideration in a contract must move 
from the promisee, not from some outside party. Accordingly, 
Mr. Justice Scrutron rightly held that the father’s 
payment could not be pleaded by the son as an “accord 





and satisfaction” of his debt, aad he gave judgment 


of aerial navigation into the realm of practical jurisprudence. | for the plaintiff. This view the Court of Appeal were obliged to 
The short title of the Bill, when enacted, is to be the Aerial | uphold as sound ; but they were obviously convinced that it would 
Navigation Act, 1911. There are only four clauses in all. | be inequitable to let the plaintiffs recover their balance because of 
Clause 1 makes it an offence to navigate “an aircraft reck-| such a technicality in the rules which govern the validity of a 


lessly or negligently, or in a manner which is dangerous to the | “ consideration.” 


public.” Exception has been taken to this clause as unnecessary 
at present, and it will probably be deleted. Clause 2 enables 
the executive to ‘“ prohibit the navigation of aircraft over ” pre- 
scribed areas. This is the essence of the Bill. Clause 3 imposes 
rather severe penalties, which will probably be cut down, and 
clause 4 contains the short title. This initial piece of legislation 
is admittedly for temporary purposes only and will do nothing 
to settle the status of “aircraft” or the rights of airmen to pass 
over private property. The whole situation has developed much 
too rapidly to make it possible to forecast with any show of 
certainty what the juridical position of aerial navigation will be, 
The rights of balloonists seem never to have been tested. The 
classic reference to balloons in the Law Reports is Lord ELLEN- 
BOROUGH'S well-known dictum in Pickering v. Rudd (1815, 4 Camp. 
219): “If this board overhanging the plaintiffs garden be a 
trespass, it would follow that an aeronaut is liable to an action 
of trespass quare clausum fregit at the suit of the occupicr of 
every field over which his balloon passes in the course of his 
voyage.” This, of course, Lord ELLENBOROUGH regarded as a 
reductio ad absurdum argument. The dictum has seldom been 
referred to in other cases. It has been referred to in an Indian case 
and carried (but probably too far) to its logical conclusion in the 
following passage: ‘“‘ No man has any absolute property in the 
space above his land. To interfere with the column of air superin- 
cumbent upon such land is not a trespass. Lord ELLENBOROUGH 
justly ridiculed the notion that travellers in a balloon would be 
deemed trespassers on the property of those over whose land the 
balloon might pass” : Bagram v. Kettranath (1869, 3 Bengal L. R, 
at p.43). The references to the subject in text-books are equally 
meagre. Mr. THEOBALD in his Law of Land (a book which 
deserves to be better known than it is), published nine years 
ago, says, at p. 3, that “if” the maxim cujus est solum, &e. 
correctly represents the law, the result might be inconvenient, 
“having regard to the probable development in the future of 
aerial navigation.” This development has come on much more 
rapidly than could then have been anticipated. The first Act 
of Parliament which contains the words “aircraft,” “aerial 
navigation,” &c., will mark the end of the first stage in that 
development. The Bill has already left the Commons (as 
amended), and is now before the House of Lords. 


Accordingly they set out to discover a defence 
to the action. 


Two Ingenious Defences. 

Two INGENIOUS ones occurred to the mind of the learned 
Lori Justice whose name we have just mentioned. First, 
he suggested that the receipt of the father's cheque by the 
plaintiffs and their silence about it amounted toan implied agree- 
ment on their part to cancel the defendant’s signature to the 
promissory note. In equity an action would lie to compel 
them to so cancel it. They must, therefore, be regarded as 
having cancelled it. But it is elementary law that no one can 
sue upon a cancelled bill of exchange ; hence their action was 
unsustainable. This is véry ingenioas, but we know of no 
authority for the extraordinary doctrine of equity suggested by it, 
and the learned judge did not profess to quote any. Secondly, 
he suggested a still more ingenious argument—which the reader 
should consult at full length in the report; we can only sum- 
marize here its main purport. This argument suggested that the 
acceptance of the cheque sent “in full settlement” made the 
creditors a trustee for the father of their rights against the son, 
and operated as an equitable verbal assignment of the chose in 
action to him. They could not, therefore, sue without his assent, 
or, if thev did, any defence which the debtor could set up against 
him would be available against them. But the father’s relation- 
ship to his son would be a good defence against him if he sued his 
son on the promis-ory note assigned (supposititiously) to him. 
Therefore it would be a good defence against the creditor suing 
| as trustee for the father! Again, no authorities were quoted by 
the learned Lord Justice in support of these novel equities. 


Negligence in Respect of a Level Crossing. 

WE HAVE referred more than once in these columns to the 
extraordinary extension of the law of negligence which has taken 
place in recent years, and from time to time have drawn atten- 
tion to the more surprising developments of the standard of care 
as laid down by the superior courts. This tendency is again 
illustrated by the very recent case of Jenner v. Stath-Eastern 
Railway Co. (reported elsewhere), which was decided in tae 
Divisional Court on the 5th of May. The defendant company 
had left two gates on either side of their line where a road 
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approached it ; there was no evidence that any highway existed 
over the railway line; indeed, unless the road crossed the line 
when the railway was made, it ia very doubtful whether the 
dedication of a crossing to the public is within the powers of a 
railway company. This poiat did not arise in the case, since it 
was found as a fact that the company had acquiesced in the 
user of the crossing by the public; hence, of course, on the 
principle laid down in Lowery and Walker (1911, A. C. 10—the 
‘gavage horse” case) they were liable to persons so using the 
road for injury caused them by any danger of which no warning 
was given them. The line at this poiat ran through a plantation, 
which was crossed by the road; and the arrival of trains near 
the crossing was notified by signals and by a whistle. Owing 
to the trees, a farmer driving down the road neither saw the 
signal nor heard the whistle—he drove on to the line and was 
killed by a train then crossing. A county court jury found 
negligence on the part of the railway company in not taking 
adequate precautions to safeguard the crossing; this decision 
the court upheld. Surely such a decision treats the public at 
large as infants in arms, unable to recognize the danger cf 
crossing a railway line without looking to see if a train is 
coming ! 

Proof in Bankruptcy for Counsel’s Fees. 

THERE WOULD not at first sight appear to be much novelty 
in the fact that a well-known member of the bar was recently 
allowed to prove for his fees in the bankruptey of a solicitor, 
although we think that the right is not generally known. 
One of the commissioners in bankruptey decided, many vears 
ago, that where a bankrupt solicitor had received a sum before 
his bankruptcy specifically on account of counsel's fees, the 
counsel might be permitted to prove against his estate, for the 
bankrupt having admitted that he had received a specific sum in 
respect of the fees in question from his client previously to the 
hankruptey, this was sufficient to entitle the counsel to prove 
for the amount as money had and received. This decision has 
since been recognized by judges of the High Court, and in several 
instances barristers have been admitted to prove for their fees. 
But the case of Re //all (2 Jur. N.S. 1076) shews—see Re Le 
Brasseur & Oakley (1896, 2 Ch., at p. 494) —that in the opinion 
of the Court of Appeal an express admission by the solicitor 
that he has actually received a specific sum in respect of fees 
is a condition of the right of counsel to prove for them in 
hankruptey. In the last mentioned case, however, LINDLEY, 
L.J., doubted whether anything short of a bond would enable 
counsel to sue a solicitor for his fees, and he considered it 
of the utmost importance that the court should not assist 
a barrister in obtaining payment of the amount alleged to 
be due to him. The inevitable result of such assistance 
would be to do away with that which is the protection of 
counsel against an action for negligence by his client. We may 
add that it appears to have been to some extent forgotten that 
a barrister, like any other creditor, can only prove in a bankruptcy 
by giving satisfactory evidence of a debt founded on good con 
sideration, It seems doubtful whether in some of the cases 
reported this condition had been fulfilled. 








The Exclusion of the Courts by the 
National Insurance Bill. 


THE impression that the Government has « profound distrust for 
the Courts of Justice will be deepened by a study of the National 
Insurance Bill. For, just as recent legislation has given the 
Local Government Board and other Government departments 
wide judicial powers, and the Budget of 1909, as originally intro- 
duced, would have subjected legal questions to the final decision 
of certain officials and their nominees, so in the new Bill the 
Insurance Commissioners, together with their nominated referees 
and umpires, are given wide, and often exclusive, judicial powers. 
In the case of the Budget Sir Rurus Isaacs led a revolt from 
the Government back benches and ensured taxpayers the legal 
protection of the courts, and legal members on both sides of. the 
House might well combine to see that important points of law, 





perhaps affecting the rights of millions of poor people, should 
not be subject to the “ final and conclusive ” decisions of officials 
and others without legal training sitting in miniature Star 
Chambers. 

Of the machinery for settling claims under either part of the 
Bill, that in Part 11. relating to unemployment seems the most 
objectionable. On turning to clause 64, it will be seen that it 
is by no means simple ; on the contrary, three separate hearings 
seem possible, though there seems no good reason why the 
claimant should have more confidence in the ultimate tribunal 
than in that of first instance. Under the section, all claims for 
unemployment benefit, and all questions whether the statutory 
conditions are fulfilled in the case of any workman claiming 
such benefit, or whether the conditions continue to be 
fulfilled, or whether the workman is disqualified, shall be deter- 
mined hy an * Insurance Officer.” By section 65, these officers 
are to be appointed by the Board of Trade. If such an cffice 
decides adversely to the claimant, the latter may require him 
to report the matter to a Court of Referees, the constitution of 
such court being determined by regulations made by the Board 
of Trade, and the chairman being appointed by the Board. This 
court may, after considering the case, “ make recommendations ” 
to the Insurance Officers, but if they do not trouble to insist on 
them the claimant has no further remedy. If they insist and the 
Insurance Oflicer remains obdurate, he 1s to put the recommenda- 
tions, with his reasons for disagreement, before an umpire 
appointed by the Board of Trade, whose decision shall be “ final 
and conclusive ” (clause 64). 

Perhaps «a mere sketch of this procedure is sufficient to 
shew what chance a working man would have, if his claim 
infringed Board of Trade or Treasury policy ; but it may he 
asked, in addition, what possible confidence could any workman 
have that an “Insurance Officer,” “Court of Referees,” or 
“umpire” could rightly decide the purely legal question as to 
whether he had fulfilled certain statutory conditions? To do this 
the facts would have to be found, and then the statute construed. 
The construction put upon the statute by a Board of Trade 
umpire might violate every legal rule and tradition, and every 
canon in the books ; but being “ final and conclusive” the work- 
man would have to put up with it. Moreover, each umpire 
would personally be a law to bimself ; precedent would count for 
nothing, and the law would be chaos, tempered by suggestions 
from the Board of Trade—with its eye on the Treasury. 

If it besaid that no legal question could arise, let clause 
(relating to the statutory conditions for receiving unemployment 
benefit) be considered, and especially the case where a man 
declines a job owing to a“ sympathetic strike,” there being no 
dispute in his particular trade. This, anda dozen other, purely 
legal points can be suggested, to be left to the tender mercy and 
caprice of the umpires. It is quite obvious that this is, to put it 
mildly, unjust ; and that if legal rights are to be conferred on a 
man by Act of Parliament, no Star Chamber, however cheap and 
benevolent, should take them away from him. 

As regards Part L., the machinery for determining disputes is 
somewhat better, because it does provide that in one case— 
namely, as to whether a person comes under the scheme or not— 
appeal to the court 1s possible (clause 49); but legal questions may 
also arise as to the rate payable, and it would appear (though it is 
not definitely so provided) that the decision of the Insurance Com- 
missioners on such points must be final. Then, again, disputes 
between insured persons and their societies, or the local health 
committee, as the case may be, and also between the head office 
and any branch, or between two branches of a friendly society, 
are to be settled by the Insurance Commissioners or referees 
appointed by them, with the inevitable sequel that “‘ any decision 
given by the Insurance Commissioners or a referee under this 
section shall be final and conclusive ” (clause 50). 

If it is contended that difficult and novel points are not likely 
to arise under a highly experimental and comprehensive scheme, 
perhaps the precedent of the Workmen’s Compensation Act may 
be cited. Every barrister who keeps his books noted up has the 
margins of certain parts of this Act black with references ; but 
no one could give any advice on the Insurance Bill, for the 
Board ‘of Trade and the Insurance Commissioners and thei! 
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nominees will be loftily free from the fetters of precedent and |in nearly every one of the oversea dominions—it is believed 
consistency in construing it. And those who believe that rights | that Mauritius is the only exception—in almost the identical 
and liberties should be safeguarded in open court by judges | words of the English Act, in nearly every case the rule as to 
independent of the Crown and Executive should not allow clauses | bills being payable on the business day preceding a holiday has 


49, 50, and 64 of this Bill to pass without protest. 


Bank Holidays and Bills of 
Exchange. 


DouBTLESS due notice has been taken by all whom it concerns 
that Thursday, the 22nd of June, has been proclaimed a bank 
holiday throughout the United Kingdom, and Friday, the 23rd 
of June, a bank holiday throughout the county of London. A 
bank holiday, under the Bank Holidays Act, 1871, or Acts 








| 
| 


| on the following Monday. 





been abrogated in favour of a uniform rule making the date cf 
maturity the succeeding business day. New Zealand is an 
exception in this respect, bills due on Sunday being payable on 
Saturday, though if Saturday is alsoa holiday, the bill is payable 
The Federal Act in Australia, passed 
in 1909 and replacing the Bills of Exchange Acts of the six 
States of the Commonwealth, has the following sub-section in 
the section corresponding with section 92 of the English Act of 
1882 :—— 

“When the day on which any payment, presentment, notice, noting 
protest, acceptance, act or thing should be made, given, or done in 
connection with a bill, cheque, or note falls on a non-business day, 


amending it, is, by section 92 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, | it may be made, given, or done on the business day next following.” 


a “non-business day” for the purposes of that Act. It is, 
however, not the only kind of “non-business day” mentioned 


in section 92, and the law relating to bank holidays and other | 


non-business days, as these affect bills of exchange and promissory 
notes not payable on demand, is curious and confused. 


The Bank Holidays Act, 1871, created four bank holidays for | 


England and Ireland—those in Scotland being different—-namely, 
Easter Monday, Monday in Whitsun week, the first Monday in 


August, and the 26th of December, if a week day. The Holidays | 


Extension Act, 1875, s. 2, made the 27th of December a 
bank holiday whenever the 26th of December fell on Sunday. 
The Act of 1871 also enabled special days to be pro 
claimed as bank holidays “in the manner in’ which 
solemn fasts or days of public thanksgiving” are pro- 
claimed (section 4), and by section 5 the ordinary bank holidays 
could be declared to be observed on other specially appointed 
days. The legal effect of the appointment of bank holidays was, 
by the Act of 1871, declared to be that bills due on the holiday 
became due on the “ next following day,” on which they could be 
legally due, and so with regard to notices, &c. (sections 1-3). 


This legislation took place before the codification of the law of | 
idays of thanksgiving ought to be abrogated, and assimilated 


bills of exchange by the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882. That Act 
(section 92) defined “business days” by reference to three 
classes of “non-business days,” all other days than these “ non- 
business days” being ‘business days.” The three classes of 
“non-business days” thus stated are: (1) Sunday, Christmas 
Day and Good Friday ; (2) bank holidays under the Acts of 
1871, &c. ; (3) days appointed by Royai Proclamation as public 
fasts or thanksgiving days. Section 14 declared the legal effect 
of non-business days on bills not payable on demand. The 
bill was ordinarily to be payable on the last day of grace 
(where these were added, us they are to be unless 
the bill itself provides otherwise), but “the day on which it 
falls due” when the due date— the last day of grace—is a 
non-business day varies according to the class of non-business 
day. If the due date is Sunday, Christmas Day or Good Friday, 
then the bill is to be “due and payable on the preceding 
business day.” If the due date is a bank holiday under the 
Acts of 1871, &c., or if the last day of grace is a Sunday and 
the second day of grace is a bank holiday, the bill is due 
“on the succeeding business day.” If the due date is a day 
appointed by Royal Proclamation as a public fast or thanksgiving 
day, then again the bill is due“ on the preceding business day.” 
The result is, that if a day is simply proclaimed a day of public 
fast or thanksgiving, bills due on that day will be payable on 
the preceding “ business day”; whilst if a day is proclaimed to 
be a holiday under the powers conferred by the Acts of 1871, 
&c , then bills are payable on the su-reeding * business day.” 

The Bank Holidays Act, 1871, by making bills payable the day 
after the holiday, reversed the policy of the two Georgian Acts 
(39 & 40 Geo. 3, c. 42, and 7 & 8 Geo. 4, e. 15), which made 
bills due on Christmas Day and Good Friday payable the day 
before the holiday. It would have been more convenient had 
the codifying Act of 1882 brought about uniformity in this 
matter. The want of uniformity in the maturity of bills 
falling due on holidays is a distinct inconvenience to the 
commercial world. This is shewn by the fact that, not- 
withstanding the enactment of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, 


| the succeeding business day.” 
| Christmas Day falls on Saturday, a bill due on the Sunday after 


And in the section corresponding with section 14 of the 
English Act it is declared that ‘ when the last day of grace falls 
on a non-business day, the bill is due and payable on the 
succeeding business day.” 

The necessity for having regard to both Bills of Exchange 
Acts and Bank Holidays Acts, in order to discover the legal effect of 
a holiday on the maturity of a bill, has also led to some confusion 
in Scotland and some of the oversea dominions where Christmas 
Day and Good Friday have been made bank holidays. Thus, in 
Scotland, Christmas Day is made a bank holiday by the Bank 
Holidays Act, 1871, though this is not so made by that Act in 
England. Section 14 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, declares 
that “‘when the last day of grace is a Sunday, and the second 
day of grace is a bank holiday, the bill is due and payable on 
Accordingly, in Scotland, if 


that day is not payable until Monday, whilst in England such a 
bill is payable on the Friday before. 

If only in the interests of uniformity of commercial law 
throughout the Empire, the existing rule as to bills falling due 
on Sunday, Christmas Day, Good Friday, and public fasts and 


to the rule as to bills falling due on a bank holiday. The 
provisions of the Bank Holidays Acts relating to the legal 
effect of a holiday on bills should also be formally repealed as 
being now contained in the Bills of Exchange Act itself. This 
has been done by the Australian Bills of Exchange Act passed 
in 1909, and above referred to, thereby simplifying the statute 
law on the subject. 


Reviews. 

The Law of Contract. 

A Summary or tHe Leapine Prinecre.es or THE Encuisa Law 
or Contracts. Wrrn Histortcan Inrropuction. By T. Rap 
rorp Porrs, D.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Oxford: Hubert Giles ; 
Lendon ; Simpkin, Marshall, Hamilton, Kent, & Co. (Limited). 
The introduction to this work contains an historical sketch of the 

law of England in general, with a more particular account of the 
development of the law of contract. Under the latter head the 
author gives a useful statement of the nature of the actions origin 
ally available in matters of contract—namely, debt, detinue, account 
and covenant—and of the rise of the later action of assumpsit. 
The main part of the work consists of a summary of the leading 
principles of the lew of contract compiled for the use of students, 
and the abundant illustrations which the author has introduced from 
the reports will make it valuable and interesting for this purpose. 
In Chapter 14, on the Assignment of Contracts, there are well written 
expositions of the assignability of contracts in general, of their 
assignment at common law and in equity, and of assignments under 
statute, and this last section discusses in considerable detail the 
decisions on section 25 (6) of the Judicature Act, 1873. The student 
who masters this book will, no doubt, have obtained a good practical] 
insight into the law of contract. 


The Law of Insurance. 
Aw Anacysis or THE Law or Insurance. By D. W, J. Hart 
LeY, M.A. (Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Hayues. 
This work, the author states, is based on Porter’s Law of Insurance, 
and it gives an outline of the various forms of insurance. No table 
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of contents is prefixed, so that the reader loses what is perhaps more 
important than the index in the use of the book ; but with this 
exception the work furnishes valuable assistance in arriving at 
the principles governing each kind of insurance. At the end of 
each chapter there is a list of particular points arising on the subject 
of the chapter, with ashort statement of the decisions on them. Due 
notice is taken of the Assurance Companies Act, 1909, and a slip 
which has been sent out by the publishers for insertion at p. 163 calls 
attention to the Fatal Accidents (Damages) Act, 1908, which makes 
general the provision of the Railway Passengers Assurance Company 
Act, 1904, and requires the damages to be determined without taking 
account in mon payable in of the 
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300ks of the Week. 
Company Law: a Practical Handbook for 
Men. With an Appendix containing the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, and other Acts and Rules. 
By Sir Francis Beaurorr Patmer, Bencher of the Inner Temple. 
Ninth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Law of Ceylon \ Digest of the Civil Law of Ceylon. 
P. AruNACHALAM, M.A. (Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. Vol. I 
Natural and Juristic. 25s, net. Stevens & Haynes. 

Mr. F. W The Collected 
Papers of Frederic William Maitland. Downing Professor of the 
Laws of England. Edited by H. A. L. Fisner. In Three Vols, 
Cambridge : At the University Press, 

Bar Examination 
tiona, with Answers 
(Limited) 
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An Aecount of Borstal Institutions 
The Borstal Association. 


Correspondence. 

Super tax. 
Edito Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Rep wler } 
As you expre 


[To th of th 


Sir, ssecl a wish to hear the views of readers on the 


contention mentioned by your correspondent whose letter appeared on 
the 20th of May, we venture to trouble you with a case submitted to 
us this day. 

Our client, during the life of his wife, ith 


who died on the of Sep 


tember, 1910, was liable to super tax, but on her death under the | 


marriage settlement such a large proportion of the wife’s income 
went to her child that he is no longer liable to super-tax, but the 
Income Tax Commissioners have assessed him, after having been 
fully informed of all the circumstances, with super tax for the year 
ending April, 1911, as a married man living with a wife who has an 
income of £5,000 a year, the basis being the income for the 
year. 

When the ass 
with a wife, & 
income 


ssment was made he was not a married man living 
, therefore the basis so far as concerns the wife’s 
eems ultra The effect would be to make the property 


reas, 


of amarried woman with a private income liable to super tax fora 


year after her death, though all income ceased at death. 
May 30 SUBSCRIBERS, 
See observations under head of “ Current To pics.”— Ep. S.J.) 
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Points to be Noted. 
Practice. 

Mortgage--Redemption--Tender— Execution of Recon- 
veyance. -A tenderot mortgage money, interest, and costs, witha 
request for handing over of the title deeds with the reconveyances 
duly executed, is not a conditional tender. It is, so far as that goes, 
a good tender, with a request for what the mortgagee ought to do 
without any request. If it is refused, the mortgagee puts himself 
in the wrong and is liable for consequenti il costs ; ior “ every mort 
gagor has the right to have a reconveyance of the mortgaged pro 
perty upon "that is, at the time of —“ payment of the money due 
upon the mortgage Rourke v. Roptnson (Warrington, J., Jan. 21) 
(1911, L Ch. 480). 


Solicitor— Warranty of Authority—Non-existent Client 
Liability for Costs.—<A solicitor who acts for a party to an 
action warrants his authority to act ; and if his authority has in 
fact ceased (Yonge v. Toynbee, 1910, 1 K. B. 215), or he never 
had authority, or he had authority to act for someone else and 


previous 
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the apparent client never existed, he is personally liable for costs, 
Simmons v. Liperat Orrnion (Limitep), Re Dunn (C.A., Feb. 2 
(55 Sonicrrors’ JouURNAL, 315; 1911, 1 K. B. 966). 
Solicitor—Bill of Costs—Delivery of Bill—Action for 
Recovery of Fees.— By sectivns 37 and 48 of the Solicitors Act, 
1843, no solicitor shall commence any action for the recovery of fees, 
charges, or disbursements, until the expiration of one calendar 
menth after he shall have delivered to the party to be charged, “or 
sent by the post to” him, a bill of such costs. To comply with this 
provision it 1s necessary for the solicitor to wait until one month after 
the day on which the bill was delivered, or in the ordinary course of 
post would be delivered, before he issues his writ ; and he must wait a 
clear month, reckoning neither the day of probable delivery nor the 
date of issue of the writ._-BrowNe v. Biack (K.B. Div. Ct., March 
10) (55 Sonicrrors’ JouRNAL, 350; 1911, 1 K. B. 975). 


Criminal Appeal—“ No Substantial Miscarriage of Jus 
tice”-—-Consent of Attorney-General to Indictment.— hy 
section 7 of the Explosive Substances Act, 1883 (as by other Acts), 
an indictment may not be preferred under that Act without the 
consent of the Attorney General. By section 4 (1) of the Criminal 
Appeal Act, 1907, the Court of Criminal Appeal “may, notwith- 
standing that they are of opinion that the point raised in the appeal 
might be decided in favour of the appellant, dismiss the appeal if 
they consider that no substantial miscarriage of justice has actually 
occurred.” But failure to obtain the consent of the Attorney 
General deprives the Court of first instance of any jurisdiction to 
try an indictment under such an Act, and the proviso in section 4(1) 
of the Criminal Appeal Act cannot be applied against the appellant 
in such cases.—R. v. Bates (C.C.A., March 13) (55 SoLiciTors 
JouRNAL, 410; 1911, 1 K. B. 964). 
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New Orders, &c. 


Colonial Stock Act, 1900. 
(63 & 64 Vic. c. 62.) 

The Lords Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give 
notice, that the undermentioned stocks, having been paid off and 
redeemed, have been removed from the Treasury List of Stocks in 
respect of which the provisions of the Colonial Stock Act, 190c, ore 
for the time being complied with, viz. :— 

CANADA. 
Leans of 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1878-9. 
Reduced Loan. 
Loan (1910-35). 


per cent. 
per cent. 
per cent 
VicToRIA. 
Railway Loan of 1881 (1907). 
Redemption Loan of 1882 (1908). 
Inscribed Stock (1911-26). 
WESTERN AUSTRALIA. 
Inscribed Stock (1911-31). 


per cent. 
per cent. 
per cent. 


per cent, 





High Court of Justice. 


WHITSUN VACATION, 1911. 
NOTICE. 

There will be no sitting in court during the Whitsun Vacation. 

During the Whiteun Vacation, all applications ‘“‘ which may require 
to be immediately or promptly heard ’’ are to be made to the Right 
Hon. Sir Samuel Evans. 

The Right Hon. Sir Samuel Evans will act as Vacation Judge from 
Saturday, June 3rd, to Monday, June 12th, both days inclusive. 

His lordship will sit for King’s Bench Chamber Business in his 
Private Room, No. 644, on Thursday, June 8th, at 10.30. On other 
days within the above period, applications in urgent matters may be 
made to his lordship by post, or, if necessary, personally. 

In the case of applications to gt > by post the brief of counsel 
should be sent addressed to the judge by post, prepaid, accompanied 
by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, and also 
by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of the 
order he may consider the applicant entitled to, and also an envelope, 
sufficiently stamped, capable of receiving the papers, addressed as 
‘‘Chancery Official Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, 
Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Royal Courts of Justice, London, 
vo.” 

On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of 
the writ, and a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

The papere sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar 

The address of the Vacation Judge can be obtained on application 
at the Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, Room 136, Royal Scoste of 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


KOFFYFONTEIN MINES (LIM.) v. MOSELY. 2th May. 

CapITaAL—INCREASE—RESOLUTION EMPOWERING DIRECTORS TO 
SHARES RIGHT OF SHARE- 
on Wuat Terms SHARES 


CoMPANY 
INCREASE CAPITAL BY CREATION OF 
HOLDERS TO Decipe IN GENERAL MEETING 
SHALL Be IssveD By Directors 
Article 53 of the articles of association of a company provided that 

its capital might be increased by the creation of new shares. Article 

59 provided that any new shares time to be created might 

from time to time be issued with 

of preference .. over any shares previously 
at sucha premium or with uch defe rea jhtea as ¢¢ 
previously issued . on such terms aa the 


ar 
savow 


from time to 
ny such guarantee or any such right 
issued . . 07 
mpared with any 
company might 
* Atezx 
certain special TER lutions 
tituting for the words ‘‘ in general 
lution of th directors 
Sul sequently the directors passed a vesoluti to increase the company’s 
pital by the creation of 125,000 new shares of £1 each. In an action 
by a shareholder claiming a declaration that the proposed issue of new 
hares by the directors was ultra vires Eve, J., dismissed the action 
The Court of Appeal allowed the plaintiff ppeal on the ground that, 
assuming the directors had power fo create new shares by resolution 
to which they gave no decision), nevertheless 


shares ° 
trom time to time by resolution of a general meeting declare 
traordinary general meetings of the company 
sed, among them one sub 


53 the 


were } 


eeting’’ in article words “by re 


their power did not 
€2 d to issuing the new share capital without a resolution in qene ral 
meeting sanctioning the terms on which such shares were to be issued, 
as provided by article 59. The contemplated issue was therefore ultra 
vires, and the plaintiff was entitled to the injunction he sought 

Oy appeal, the decision of the Court f 1 ppeal (55 Soricrrors’ 
JOURNAL, 44; I911, Ch. 73) was affirmed, 

Appeal by the defendants, the directors of a company and the com 
pany from an order of the Court of Appeal (reported 55 Soricrrors 
JournnaL, 44: 1911, Ch. 73) The company, whose head office is in 
London, was incorporated on the 19th of May, 1893, under the Com 
panies Acts, 1862 to 1890, to acquire mining rights in South Afric 
Its original capital was £125,200. By article 53 of the articles of 
association it was provided that ‘‘ the company in general meeting might 
from time to time increase its capital by the creation of new shares.’ 
At extraordinary meetings of the company, held on the 9th and the 
27th of May, 1895, the company passed and confirmed certain special 


resolutions, among them one substituting for the words ‘‘ in general | 


g,.’’ in article 53, the words ‘* by resolution of the directors.’ 
On the 4th December, 1903, the directors of the company p ssed a 
resolution to increase the capital of the company by the creation of 
125.000 new shares of £1 each The plaintiff (Mr. Mosely), formerly 
1 director of the company, brought this action, on behalf of himself 
and all other shareholders (except the defendants), against the defen 
the present directors of the « and the company, 
for a declaration that the above resolutions, giving the directors power 
to increase capital and the proposed issue of £125,000 were ultra vire 
By article 59 any new shares from time to time to be created might 
be issued with any such guarantee or any such right of preference over 
any other shares previously issued, or at such a premium or with such 
deferred rights compared with any shares previously issued or ther 
about to be issued, or subject to any such conditions or provisions, and 
right, or without any ri ht, of 


meeting 


daqants ompa 


th any such voting and generally 
ompany might from time to time by resolution 
of general meeting declare The plaintiff's case was that article 59 
limited the rights of the directors to ipital just as it 
limite d the right when exercised by gene il meetirz vv before the ; mend 


on such terms as the 


ereate new 


ment to article 53 Assuming therefore the resolution substituting | 
a directors’ resolution to create new capital for that of the general 
meeting to be valid, the directors could t issue shares unless and 


until there had been a resolution in general meeting sanctioning the 


terms on which the shares should be issued. and on that ground a 
declaration that resolutions of May. 1895, were invalid, and an in 
unction to restrain the anti ipated ssue tT new capital was sought 
by the plaintiff. Eve, J., dismissed the action. The Court of Appeal 


} 


without deciding 
not ultra vire 


esolutions of May. 1895. were or 
holding that the plaintiff's con 
ention on that point was right The defendants appealed The point 
raised by the defendants below, namely, that the plaintiff was estopped 
trom maintaining the action because at the time the resolutions were 
passed purporting to delegate the power 
directors to create new capital he was a 
thandoned before this House. 

Lord Loresurn, C., moved that the judgment of the Court of 
Appeal should be affirmed, expressing the opinion that the judges of 
the Court of Appeal were right in holding that articles 53 and 59 must 
be read tovether, and that whether the resolution giving the directors 
power to create new capital was or was not valid, the directors’ right 
they had acquired the create capital, did not 
vithorize them to issue shares for the same, unless and until the 
character of the shares and the proposed terms on which the new 
capital was to be issued had been approved in general meeting. 

Lords ATKINSON, SHAW oF DuNFERMLINE, and Rosson gave judgment to 
the like effect. The appeal was therefore dism‘ssed with costs.—Counser 


whether the 
granted the injunction 


were 


consenting 


assuming powell to 


asking | 


of the general meeting to the | 
director, was | 


| out of estates in remainder 


for the appellants, Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., Upjohn, K.C., Jessel, K.C., 
ind Holmes; for the respondent, Buckmaster, K.C., Clauson, K.C., 
and Harry Greenwood. Soricrrors, Ingle, Holmes, Sons, & Potts; 
Cohen & Cohen. 

[Reported by Exsxins Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Court of Appeal. 


Rte LACON’S SETTLEMENT. LACON rv. LACON. No. 2. 


Setrtep Lanp Acts, 1882 To 1890 


26th May. 
Leask BY TENANT FOR Lire Witn- 
ovr ImMpRACHMENT oF Waste—Breacu or LesskEk’s COVENANT TO 
Krer iN Reparr—Sum Recoverep 1x Respect or such Breracu 
WHerHEeR TRvustTees oR Tenant ror Lirk ENTITLED TO sUCH SUM 


Trustee for the purpose i the Settled Land Acts pught not to con 


t to the grant of a le nder those Acts which does not contain 
proper and usual « enant repair, but if a lease is duly granted 
“ul the Acts, damage j hreach of the lessee’s covenant to repair 
belong, not to the trustee but to the tenant for life if he is unim 
} heabl r waste 

his was an appeal fron decision of Swinfen Eady, J. (reported 
ante, p. 236 By the will of Sir Edmund Lacon, who died in Sep 
tember, 1888, the mansion house known as Ormesby House, in the 


Ormesby St. Margaret, Norfolk, with certain other mes 
lands, and hereditaments, was settled upon the testator’s 
in strict settlement, and certain chattels were also 
settled to devolve as heirl with the settled estates by a lease 
dated the 28th of December, 1888, the testator’s eldest son, as tenant 
for life under the Settled Land Acts, and with the consent of the 
trustees of the testator’s will, demised the mansion house for a term 
of twenty-one years from the llth of October, 1888. By the same 
| indenture the lessor also purported to let the settled furniture for the 
same period. The inted to keep the mansion house, erec 
| tions, and buildings in good and substantial repair, and also covenanted 
| to preserve the household goods and furniture, reasonable wear and 
tear thereot excepted Phe ssor died on the llth of August, 1899, 
without having had any issue, and thereupon the defendant became 
tenant for life, without impeachment of waste, of the settled property. 
The lease expired on the 11th of October, 1909, and a claim was made 
against the lessee for damages for breach of 
covenant The claim was follows :—(1) Dilapidations to buildings, 
£881; (2) chattels damaged or missing, £228 11s. 6d (3) loss of rent 
| during half a year while premises were being repaired, £150; and (4) 
| surveyor’s charges, £65; t £1,524 lls. 6d. A sum of £1,000 was 
paid to the defendant in settlement of this claim The 
| summons was issued to determine whether the trustees were entitled to 
| 
| 


parish of 
farms, 


suapes, 


sons and their issue 


lessee coven 


representative of the 


ultimately 


the whole or any part of the £1,000 as capital, or whether the 
defendant could retain it It was admitted that the £1,000 must be 
apportioned between the four items of the claim, and that the defendant 
| was entitled to the apporti items 3 and 4, and that the 
| balance of item 4 must be repaid to him rateably out of items 1 and 2 
It was also admitted that the balance of the apportionment on item 2 
belonged to the only question was to whom the 
balance of item 1 belonged Swinfen Eady, J., held that the 
the balance of item 1. Damages recovered by a tenant 


nments on 


trustee nd the 


trustees 


| 
vere entitled to 


for life for breach of covenant to repair contained in a lease granted 
under the Settled Land Acts belonged to him as trustee, and must be 
paid by him to the trustees of the settlement as capital moneys. The 

tenant for life appealed 
rue Court (Cozens-Hart 

LJ illowed the ippe il 


M.R., and Buckiey and KeEnnepy, 


Cozens Harpy, M.R.—It plain that that part of the £1,000 which 
represents dilapidations to buildings if 1t is capital money cannot be 
applied in making good the repairs which the lessee ought to have 
effected (Settled Land Act, 1882, section 21), and I fail to appreciate 

| what right the plaintiffs ha to this sum. The defendant, as legal 
| reversioner, was entitled t it law, and claim damages for breach 


sued for his own benefit 
material to 


if the covenant ind it seems to me that he 


nt recovered It may not be 


ind is entitled to the am 
| consider whether in an action properly framed the persons interested 
1 remainder could maint iny claim against the defendant, but I 
thir k it r ht to observe that I can see no ground for any su h ( laim 
The defendant is tenant for life without impeachment of waste He 
| is under no obligation to repair. There is no suggestion of wilful 
- at either by the lessee r by the defendant Stress was laid in 


irgument upon section 53 of Settled Land Act, 1882, which provides 
for life, in exercising any power under the Act, shall 
ird to the ill parties entitled under the settlement, 
id shall, in relation to the thereof by him, be deemed to be 


n the position and to have the duties and liabilities of a trustee for 


tenant 
interest 


erTcise 


those parties A tenant for life without impeachment of waste is not 
bound to repair, and he in grant a lease without imposing any 
linbilitv to repair upon the tenant provided the lease takes effect only 
ut of his own life estate If, however, he is minded to grant a lease 
for a fixed term, say, twenty-one years, w hich will or may take effect 


he can only do 80 by virtue of the powers 


nferred on him bv the Settled Land Acts. Section 53 applies to such 


es T think the trustees 1 ht—and indeed ought to—have refused 
t consent to a lease f tl insion house not containing usual and 
ble covenants to repair jut section 53 only applies to the 
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High Court-—Chancery Division. 
HOLME FIELDSEND. Warrington, J. 27th April 
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McMAHON. WELLS TYRER. Warrington, J. 30th May 


Wiut—Set D LEGACY Annuity—InN 
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, to hold £2 
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£2,500 


Che testator vised his 
to h trustees on trust to 
to one moiety the » set apart the 
£2,500, and to hold the trust to pay the income thereof t 
granddaughter Mary Tyrer for her life, and after her death to 
tal to he hildren in equal shares, and out of the moiety 
apital sum ¢ ufficient to produce an income of £78 per 
annum that income to his granddaughter Agnes Tyrer for 
her life, and as to the rest of the moiety to hold it certain trusts 
The estate realised £5,400, so that one moiety thereof insufficient 
the un f £2,500 and the su 


and ithed 


ert and t stand pos 
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ome of £78 per annum. The trustees sought the direction of the 
to how they should apportion the moiety. 
Warrincton, J., said: The problem is how to determine the sum 
vhich should be set aside out of the moiety for Agnes Tyrer The 
trust fund consists almost entirely of mortgage debts, the greater num 
ber of which existed at the date ot the testaton’s deith. The rates of 
interest vary between 4 per cent., 45 per cent., and 5 per cent. [ p to 
the present trustees have divided one-half of the income of the 
itire estate between Mary and Agnes Tyrer in the proportion of fow 
to three, thus making up Agnes’ income to the required amount at a 
rough f 44 per cent. Now the trustees desire finally to 
spportion the capital. On behalf of Mary it is contended that I 
should treat it as if the trustees had determined to postpone conversion, 
and had attributed to this moiety of the estate certain mortgage 
securities, and, therefore, to ascertain the value of Agnes’ portion, they 
must ascertain what sum will produce an income of £78 per annum 
when invested at 44 per cent. But the trustees have not, in fact, done 
this; they have merely apportioned half of the whole income of the 
estate. I think the only safe mode of division for the trustees is to 
follow the usual rule of the court in such cases, as set out by Lord 
Brougham in Prendergast v. Prendergast (3 H.L.C. 195). This is to 
iscertain what sum invested at the expiration of one year from the 
testator’s death in Consols at 24 per cent. would produce the required 
That sum must be treated as the capital amount due to 
and the trustees must apportion the moiety in proportion of 
to £2,500. As the trustees have been paying an excessive 
propor income to Mary Tyrer, they must make an adjust 
ment out of the funds coming to their hands.—Counsst, 2. P. Hewitt, 
for the W. M. Cann, for Agnes Tyrer; Luxmoore, for Mary 
I'yret Chamberlain, Johnson, & Levy, for Chamli y 
t Johr Burn & Berridge; Arthur on, 
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26th May 
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Expectancy ’’—Deceasep Wire's SIstTer 
co. 47), ss. 1, 2 
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1907. leaving childre: DY 
a child of the 


Re GREEN. GREEN ». Warrington, J. 


WIFE’s 
\cT 
INTEREST IN 

Act, 1907 (7 Eb. 7, 
G., who had married his deceased wife's s 
the Deceased Wife Sister Marri qe Act, 

his first marriage and one child by his second. T. G., 

died intestate in 1911. 

f the second marriage 

next of kin to the 


DECEASED 
PASSING Of} 
PERTY 
MARRIAGE 


NOT 


first marrage , 
Held, that the child 
children of the first as 

his was an application to determine who were entitled as next of 

kin to the personal property of Thomas Green, who died intestat« 

March, 1911. The father of the deceased went through the form 

marriage twice, the second time with his deceased wife’s sister, 

died before of the Deceased Wife's Sister Marriage A 

1907. The child of the first marriage, and was su! 

vived by other children of that marriage and by one child of the second 
inion he latter claimed to be entitled to rank as next of kin with 

the former. 

WARRINGTON, J., in 

» Act provides that 


was entitled to rank with 
de cease d. 


the passing 


intestate was a 


the course of his judgment, said : Section 1 of 
‘no marriage heretofore or hereafter contracted 
etween a man and his de within the realm or with 
ut sh ll be deemed to have been, or shall be, void or voidable as a 
bntract by reason only of such affinity.’’ In this case the father 
vas dead at the date of the passing of the Act, and the marriage was 
subsisting one It is contended on behalf of the children 
Act only applies to marriages subsist 
f the passing of the Act rhis contention is contrary 
the Act, which in effect are that every marriag 
deceased wife's sister is to be deemed to have 
n this case, in view of the Act, there 
issue are therefore legitimate in the eye o! 
further that at the date of the passing ol 
was illegal, and the issue were therefore 
and that Thomas Green’s brothers of the whole blood 
then been entitled, had he then died intestate, to his pe 
Now section 2 provides that ‘‘no right, title, estate, 
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expectancy,’’ coming 
contention I should be going 
f English common law, that a spes 
a title to property. In the course of a learned discussion 
he subject, Kay, J., in Re Parsons (45 Ch. D. 51) said: “It is 
disputable law that no one can have any estate or interest, at law 

in equity, contingent or other, in the property of a living person, t 
which he hopes to succeed. as heir-at-law or next of kin.’”’ In my 
opinion the right of a next of kin is at most a hope that if circum- 
stances remain as they are he may become at some future time entitled 
to a share in the personal property of the person whose next of kin he 
It is certainly not one of the rights or interests protected | 
2 of Act. I hold that in the events that have happened 
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of the first as next of kin to the deceased.—Counset, Redman; had 


H. H. King; Pattisson. Soticrrors, Child & Child; Hores, Pattisson, 


d& Bathurst. 
[Reported by R. C. CARRINGTON, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re WENGE. Eve, J. 19th May. 


PRaAcTICE—RECEIVER—APPOINTMENT BY CHANCERY D1ivisION PENDING 
PROBATE—J URISDICTION. 


The present practice is for the Chancery Division to entertain applica 
tions for the appointment of a receiver pe nding the grant of pr »hate oF 
letters of administration. 

W. died intestate, being at the time indebted to the plaintiffs He 
had drawn two cheques in favour of his wife, the defendant, shortly 
before his death, which were presented by her at the bank without 
informing the cashier of her husband’s death. She also instructed 
solicitors to obtain in her name administration to his estate. The 
plaintiffs, by their writ, claimed on behalf of themselves and alli other 
creditors of W. administration, if and when letters of administration 
should have been obtained, and an injunction restraining the defendant 
from parting with her husband’s estate. The wife was sued as the 
person entitled to take out administration, and as having acted in 
respect of the estate. The plaintiffs now moved for the appointment 
of a receiver of the estate pending the grant of letters of administra 
tion, and a preliminary objection was raised that the court could not, 
since the Judicature Act, appoint a receiver before probate or letters of 
administration. 

Eve, J.—I think I must make an order for the appointment of a 
receiver. The case of te Green, Green v. A night (1895, W N. 69) was 
decided since the Judicature Act, 1873, and in Re Parker, Dearing v 
Brooks (1885, 54 L. J. Ch. 694) Chitty, J., made an order for the 


appointment pending the grant of probate. The present practice is to 
entertain these applications, and to appoint a receiver pending the 
grant of probate or letters of administration, I therefore overrule 


the objection, and on the merits of the case make the order asked for 
CounseL, Ward Coldridge; H. BE. Wright SoLicirors, Oshorn a 
Osborn; E. W. LZ. U. Peters. 


(Reported by S. E. Witttams, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
JENNER v. SOUTH} weary! RAILWAY CO. Div, Court. 
5th May. 


Rariway—Levez Crossing Over—Veunicutan Trarric—ARRANGE 
MENTS FoR—Duty or RatLway ComMPpANY—NEGLIGENCE. 


1 man driving a horse and cart on a level crossing over a railway | 


was run into by a train and killed /t appeared that the driver of the 
train carried out the instructions of the company, and that he was not 
himself guilty of neglige nce. A jury found that the cr S8Sing was hahi 
tually used for vehicular traffic to the knowledge of the defendant 
without hindrance by them, that the defendants were guilty of negli 
gence in failing to p yvide sufficient safe guards for vehicular trafh 
having regard to the character of the neighbourhood, and that the 
accident was the result of the defendants neglige nee. 

Held, that where there was a locality f this kind, it was a question 
for the jury whether in all the circumstances the railway company 
took proper precautions, and as there was evidence to support the 
verdict of the jury, it should stand. 

(Juery whether a level cro sing for vehicular traffic over a railway can 
be dedi ated by a railway ( mepany asa highway. 

Per Pickford, J. 
that there was nothing in the nature of a trap at the CTOSSENY, and 
perhaps also the obligation of taking prope precautions jor the protection 


There was a duty upon the railway company to see 


of persons using the crossing. 


Appeal from the Croydon County Court. The action was brought under 
section 6 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, to recover from 
the defendants the sum of £250, which the plaintiff had paid as com 
pensation under the Act to the representatives of an assistant in his 
employment as a baker, who had been killed at a level crossing over the 
defendants’ railway. The plaintiff did not allege negligence on the 
part of the driver of the train apart from his obeying his orders. ‘The 
negligence relied upon consisted solely of the arrangements made by the 
defendants for the crossing of vehicular traffic over their railway at 
this point. The level crossing lay across the line between Kenley and 
Caterham on the Caterham Valley Railway. There were gates on 
each side of the crossing The line curved before coming to the 
crossing, and at a point 183 yards above it there was a board directing 
engine drivers to whistle. A train travelling twenty-five to thirty 
miles an hour would take about 125 seconds to go from the whistl 
board to the crossing. There were trees along the side of the line 
which prevented anyone approaching the crossing from seeing a signal 
until they were right on the line, and in some circumstances might pre 
vent a whistle being heard. There was another crossing known as 
Stubbs-lane Crossing, 345 to 350 yards from the crossing in question, 
and a station 750 yards away. A train going at from twenty-five to 
thirty miles an hour ran into a horse and cart being driven over the 
level crossing by the baker's assistant, who was killed. The driver 


whistled on reaching the board. In answer to questions left to 
them by the judge, the jury found (1) that there was at the date of 
the accident a public right of way for vehicular traffic over the cross 
ing; (2) that the crossing was habitually used for vehicular traffic to 
the knowledge of the defendants, without hindrance by them, and (3) 
that the company was guilty of negligence in failing to provide suffi- 
cient safeguards for vehicular traffic, having regard to the character 
of the neighbourhood, and that the accident was the result of that 
negligence On these findings judgment was entered for the plaintiff. 

Pickrorp, J.—In my opinion this appeal must be dismissed. I do 
not propose to give any decision on the question as to whether this 
level crossing was a public carriage road, because I do not consider 
that it is necessary to do so. It is clear that there is nothing incon 
sistent with the statutory user of a railway that it should be crossed 
by a public highway; but the point raised by the defendants is an 
important one, and | do not wish to be taken as expressing an opinion 
wwainst it. ‘The point is that it is not within the powers of a railway 
company to dedicate a carriage road across their line, because by doing 
so they would impose obligations upon themselves under section 47 of 
the Railway Clauses Act which might entail substantial additional 
expense with which they are not entitled under their powers to saddle 
their shareholders. That is an important point, and I do not decide 
it, because, in my opinion, there was evidence to go to the jury upon 
vhich they were entitled to decide this case apart from that point. 
There is ample evidence here that people driving carts were in the 
habit of using this crossing with the consent of the railway company. 


Ther is evidence that numbers of them did so, and there is no 
evidence whatever of any prohibition or objection to this being done by 
the company. It is difficult to understand what the gates on either 


side of the crossing were made for, and why the rails had been pre 
pared as they were if it was not for the passage of carts over this 
crossing, connected as it was with a roadway on either side of the line. 
That being so, the railw iy, at any rate, had laid upon them the obliga 
tion of seeing that there was nothing in the nature of a trap, and 
perhaps also the obligation of taking proper precautions for the pro 
tection of persons using the rossing. What was given in evidence 


was this The learned jud then dealt with the evidence.| I think 
there was evidence upon which the jury might say that that was not 
1 sufficient precaution to t Then comes the question of whether 
that negligence was in any way connected with the death of the man 
in respect of whose death the plaintiff claims damages. No evidence 
vas given by the plaintiff to how the man met his death, but 
evidence was given by the engine driver of the train and the fireman, 
wh iw the cart of which the man was in charge run into by the 
trai N it is said that we ought not to consider that evidence 
because it is not given on behalf of the plaintiff. I agree that a 
counsel for a defendant wh ifter taking the point that there is no 
evidence to support the plaintiff's case, calls his evidence for the 
| defend is not precluded from subsequently submitting that there 
| was no evidence for the } ntill gut I think it has been decided 
by the Court of Appeal that if the defendant's witnesses are called, 
then, when the court comes to consider whether the jury had any 
evidence before them or not to support the plaintiff's claim, it is 





entitled to look at the whole of the evidence, although some of it was 
illed on behalf of the defendant. Looking at the evidence of the 
engine driver and the s1 man, it appears that the deceased man 
vas on the line when this train reached the whistle board, and at that 
time it was too late for the train to pull up and avoid running into 
him It is suggested that if he had done something other than that 
which he actually did he might have escaped the oncoming train, but 
is it was, It was impossi! for the train to stop before running into 
him. I think, having regard to the evidence which was given as to 
the possibility or impossibility of hearing the whistle when sounded 
at the crossing, it was clearly opey to the jury to draw the 


inference that it was in equence of the warning being given at so 
short a distance from the crossing that the man met his death. There 
being evidence, therefore, to support the finding of the jury, we cannot 


interfere with their decision, and the appeal must be dismissed 

Lusn, J., in the course of his judgment, said that the line might 
have been of such a dangerous character, having regard to the curve 
and the plantation of tre« nd the difficulty of hearing the whistle, 
that if the defendants were bound to exercise care at all, they ought to 
have taken greater precautions than merely leaving the engine driver to 
vhistle at a particular point Where there was a lox ility of this kind 
it seemed to him clear that it must be a question for the jury whether 
in all the circumstances the company took proper precautions, and he 
thought it was impossible for the court to say that there was no 
CounseL, for the plaintiff, 

Soricirors, Ff. 7'. Berry 


evidence upon which they uld so find 
Shakespeare; for the defendants, #. Mellor 
) Hlerhert H. Grove 


Reported by C. G. Moran, Barrister-at-Law ] 
Re A DEBTOR. Fx parte KITCHEN, AYLARD, & CRADDOCK. 
C.A. No. 2. 19th and 26th May. 


BaNKRUPTCY—BANKRUPTCY NoticeE—FinaL JupGmMent RecovereD BY A 
Firnm—SvuBsEQUENT Dt LUTION OF PARTNERSHIP—NoTICE TO Pay 
rHe Firm or Tuer Soricirorns—Banxkruptcy Act, 1883 (46 Vicr 
c. 52), s. 4, suB-sEcTIOoN 1 (a) 


JG). . 
1 bankruptcy notice, which calls upon the debtor to pay the amount 
of the jqudgment debt to the gudqment creditors ‘‘ or to their solicitors "’ 
is bad for want of accordance with the terma of the qudgment. 
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Cram For INTEREST ON 





Act, 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 

Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. 

A bankruptcy notice which claims interest on the amount of the fir 
judgment on which it is based is not bad because it claims the 
such interest due without deducting income tax therefr 
On the 20th of December, 1910, t 
petitioning creditors recovered judgment against the debtor for the sum 
and thereafter issued a bankruptcy notice, 
upon the debtor to pay to them the sum of £3,753 lls. 4d., whi 
sum was stated in the margin of the notice to consist of £3,750 5s. 8 
amount of debt, and £3 5s. 8d. 
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The debtor failed to comply with the terms of the bankruptcy 
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Societies. 
Berks, Bucks, and Oxfordshire Incorporated 
Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this societv was held at the Great 
Western Hotel, Reading, on Wednesday, May 24th, 1911. Present: 
Mr. F. E. Marshall, president; Mr. E. P. Crowdy, vice president, and 
Messrs. W. C. Blandy, Sydney Brain, W. J. Brain, F. J. Churchill, 
A. J, Clarke, Chas, G. Field, C. E. Hewett, F. Quekett Louch, John 
W. Martin, Fredk. W. Martin, R. S. Payne, Warren H. Pitman, B. L 
Reynolds, E. L. Reynolds, D. H. Witherington, and H. C. Dryland 
(secretary). . 

The minutes of the last meeting having been confirmed and signed by 
the president, the treasurer's statement of the accounts of the society 
to 25th March, 1911 (which showed a balance in hand of £71 17s. 9d. 
cash, and £303 17s. 1d. India 3 per cent. Stock) was approved, 

The president then moved the adoption of the annual report of the 
society, and the proposition, which was seconded by Mr. John W. 
Martin, was couse unanimously. 

In speaking to the proposition, Messrs. . W. Martin and D. H. 
Witherington made various suggestions which were referred to the com 
mittee for consideration. 

The secretary reported, in reply to an inquiry, that the question ot 
the provision of increased facilities for stamping documents at Reading, 
Oxford, and High Wycombe was still under the consideration of the 
authorities. 

The secretary then moved, in accordance with notice, that a donation 
of 10 guineas be made to the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association out of 
the funds of this society, in the name of Mr. F. E. Marshall, the 
resident of the society. The resolution was seconded by Mr. W. C 

landy and carried unanimously, 

It was next proposed by Mr. F. E. Marshall, seconded by Mr. John W. 
Martin, and senlved, that Mr. E. P. Crowdy be elected president for 
the ensuing year. Mr. B. L. Reynolds was then elected vice-president 
on the proposition of Mr. A. J. Clarke, seconded by Mr. F. Q. Louch. 

Mr. H, C. Dryland was elected as secretary, proposed by Mr. F. E. 
Marshall, seconded by Mr, A. J. Clarke, and it was resolved, that fo 
this year the offices of secretary and treasurer should again be combined. 

Messrs. W. C. Blandy, J. Bliss, 8. Brain, A. J. Clarke, C. G. Field, 
F. Q. Louch, F. E. Marshall, J. W. Martin and B. M, Tyrwhitt were 
on the proposition of Mr. E. P. Crowdy, seconded by Mr. C. E. Hewett, 
duly elected as members of the committee. 

It was next proposed by Mr. A. J. Clarke, seconded by Mr. F, W. 
Martin, and resolved nem. con., that, subject to the power reserved to 
the president, vice-president, and secretary by Article 18 of the society's 
articles of association, the next annual general meeting of the society 
should be held in London on the first Wednesday in May, 1912, it being 
understood that this arrangement was not to constitute a precedent for 
the abolition of the existing custom of holding the annual general meet- 
ing alternately in every of the three counties of Berks, Bucks and Oxon. 

Mr. Sydney Brain then moved :—“ That the County Courts Bill, 1911, 
be approved by this society subject to the recommendations and expres 
sions of opinion contained in the report of the Law Society, and that a 
copy of this resolution be sent to every member of Parliament represent- 
ing a constituency in any of the three counties of Berks, Bucks and 
Oxon.” In the course of his remarks he drew attention to the various 
poner of the Bill, and to the suggestions of the Law Society thereon. 
‘he resolution was seconded by Mr. John W. Martin, and spoken to by 
Messrs. E. P. Crowdy and C. G. Field, and having been put to the 
meeting, was carried unanimously. 

The meeting terminated with a vote of thanks to the president, 
proposed by the secretary and seconded by Mr. 8. Brain. In moving 
the vote of thanks, the secretary referred to the great interest taken 
by the president in the work of the society, and to his indefatigable 
services on its behalf during the past year. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Members.—The committee much regret to have to record the deaths 
of Mr. Abram Creswicke Rawlinson, of Chipping Norton, Mr. William 
Frank Blandy, of Reading, Mr. Walter Peppercorn, of Oxford, and Mr. 
Henry John Collins, of Reading. During the past year four members 
have (as before mentioned) died, and three have resigned, while seven 
new members have joined the society. The total number of members at 


the end of the society’s year was 114, as in the previous year, when | 


that number of members constituted a record for the society. 

Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910.—As instructed by the annual general 
meeting, the committee carefully considered the provisions of this Act, 
and the secretary corresponded with the Inland Revenue authorities and 
others with reference to various doubtful points. Ultimately the com 
mittee drew up a report on the Act containing a few suggestions and 
forms which they considered might be of use, and the report was printed 
and circulated amongst the members. The committee desire to record 
their indebtedness to several members of the society, and particularly 
to Messrs. C. G. Chambers and F. J. Churchill for their assistance in the 
Preparation of the before-mentioned report. 

Costs in Criminal Causes Act, 1908.—As the result of a communica- 
tion from the secretary, a letter has been received from the Clerk to the 
Reading Borough Justices stating that at a special meeting of the justices 
& general opinion was expressed that an advocate’s fee might be allowed 


to solicitors prosecuting indictable offences before the Reading Borough 
| Bench in serious or complicated cases whether dealt with summarily or 
committed for trial where it was essential for a prosecutor to employ 
| a solicitor in order to properly present the facts before the Court. 

The Law Society.—Members will no doubt bear in mind that Mr. A. J. 
Clarke, of High Wycombe, was last year elected an extraordinary 
member of the council of the Law Society, eo that this society still 
continues to be represented on the council. 

Additional Facilities for Stamping Documents.—The committee have, 
as suggested by the last annual general meeting, passed the following 
resolution :—‘ That in the opinion of this society it is necessary that 
provision should at once be made at Reading, Oxford, and High 
Wycombe, for the stamping of documents without the necessity for the 
transmission thereof to London, and that a copy of this resolution be 
forwarded to the authorities, and also, if necessary, to every member 
of Parliament representing a constituency in any of the three counties 
of Berks, Bucks and Oxon.” A copy of this resolution was forwarded 
to the authorities, and was supported, as regards Reading and High 
Wycombe, by resolutions to a similar effect passed by the corporations 
of those towns. The authorities have replied that inquiries will be made, 
and that their decision will be mae to the secretary in due course, 
but up to the present no further communication has been received. 

Associated L’rovincial Law NSocieties.—The society hag been repre- 
sented at all the meetings of the Associated Provincial Law Societies 
which have been held during the past year. The following were among 
the matters dealt with by the Associated Societies ;: Constitution of the 
Association—Much time and attention have been given to a revision of 
the rules of the association. At a meeting held on 4th of November, 
new rules were adopted, which it is hoped will be acceptable to all the 
associated societies, and which provide, infer alia, (a) that each society 
shall be entitled to one vote, and an additional vote in respect of 
each complete fifty after the first fifty members, provided that no society 
shall have more than six votes; and (6) that, if any resolution be not 
carried unanimously, the names of the societies voting pro or con, or 
not voting, with their respective memberships, shall be stated in the 
minutes, and the like information shall be communicated to all the 
societies ; and, if required by any society voting in the minority, to any 
person to whom the resultof the voting is communicated. It has also been 
decided that until otherwise determined, the annual subscription shall 
be at the rate of £1 1s. for every fifty members, any fraction of fifty 
being treated as fifty for this purpose. The Divorce Commission: 
Evidence has been given before the Royal Commission on Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes, on behalf of the associated societies. There has 
been considerable difference of opinion with regard to the question of 
conferring jurisdiction in divorce on any, and what, local courts. 
Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910: Various points arising under this Act were 
considered and gone into with the Law Society, but it is not necessary 
to refer to them in detail, as they are all embodied in the committee's 
report on the Act. It may be mentioned, however, that the Board of 
Inland Revenue have now informed the associated societies that it has 
been decided to treat a mortgagee as a person interested in land within 
the meaning of Section 27 (5) of the Act, so that a mortgagee will be 
entitled to be served with a copy of the provisional valuation if he makes 
application for it before the valuation is finally settled. The associated 
societies also resolved :—‘‘ That the adoption of the conditions of sale 
suggested by the editors of Key and Elphinstone in the supplement to 
the ninth edition of their forms and precedents requiring the purchaser 
in effect to pay the vendors’ solicitors’ costs of complying with the 
requirements of the Finance Act as regards increment duty, and to settle 
without receiving the conveyance is objectionable, particularly when 
those conditions are used in conjunction with the common form condi 
tions of local law societies where the special conditions are not produced 
until the sale.”” Adjudication of Documents by Post: Efforts were made 
to induce the Board of Inland Revenue to*abolish the fee now charged 
in connection with the adjudication of instruments forwarded to Somerset 
House by post. In reply to a letter written by the honorary secretary 
of the Associated Societies to the authorities, the assistant secretary of 
the Board of Inland Revenue wrote on the 2nd of December, 1910, say- 
ing: “I am directed by the Board of Inland Revenue to acquaint you 
that they regret that they are unable to accede to the suggestions of 
your association that the fee now charged in connection with the adjudi 
cation of instruments forwarded by post should be abolished. The Board 
have, however, obtained authority from the Lords Commissioners of 
H.M. Treasury to waive the fee in cases of transfer of stock or market- 
able securities, and they are now prepared to adjudicate upon executed 
| transfers of stock cr of marketable securities forwarded to them through 
| the post by persons residing outside the Metropolitan postal district 





without payment of any fee.” : ; 

Land Transfer.—The report of the Royal Commission appointed in 
July. 1908, has now been issued. The following extract taken from 
page 48 of the report summarises the general attitude of the Commission, 
| and will tend to relieve landowners and solicitors in the provinces from 
the fear of any extension for some years to come of the principle of 
registration of titles: “The system as it stands is in our judgment 
imperfect; and we cannot recommend the compulsory extension of an 
imperfect system. We think that it should first be amended in the 
manner we have proposed and that if, after sufficient experience, the 
amended system is found to work satisfactorily within the present com- 
pulsory area of the county of London, a Bill for the gradual extension 
| of compulsion on sales to the rest of the country by the establishment 
of local centres and branches in the manner suggested hy the Registrar 
should then be considered by Parliament.”’ 
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Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. Epwarp Beraumont Barrister at-law ha been elected a 
Bencher of the Honourable Society of Lincoln's Inn cession t 
the late Mr. Henry Edward Pember, K.C. 

Changes in Partnerships. 

Owing to the compulsory acquisition of No. 53, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
London, by the London County Council, Messrs. J. H. & K. R. Cobb 
have taken offices at No. 7, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., which will 
he their address on and after the 6th of June, 1911. Their telephone 
number will remain unchanged 

General. 

The following appointments of Official Receivers in Bankruptey have 
heen made Mr. FE. W. J. Savill, Official Receiver at Brighton, to b 
Official Receiver for the South London District, in succession to Mi 
H. Li. Howell retiring on pension Mr Thomas Gourlay, Official 
Receiver at Newcastle-on-Tvne, to be Official Receiver for the Brighton 
District Mr. Charles Woollett. Official Receiver at Dewsbury, to be 
Offic ial Rex fiver at Newcastle Mi E Johnson, Assistant Offic jal 


Receiver, Manchester, to be Official Receiver for the Dewsbury District. 


Several solicitors appeared unrobed in the Clerkenwell County Court 
on the 26th ult., says the Hveming Standard, causing his Honow 





| the next judge, 


remain 


Judge | 


Edge to remark We are getting very lax with regard to this robing 
rule, The Law Socpety passed a resolution nt veral years ayo requesting 
the judges of county ourts to insist that selicitors appearing before 
them should appear in robes, according to their professional standing 
and position It had been found that da>dt collectors, agents, and all 
kinds of people crowded into the front seats allotted to counsel and 
solicitors, and acted ws solicitors until if was found out that thev were 
not The rule wae made for the protection of professional men 

The Select Committee on the House of Lords Offices have AVS the 
Times, issued as a Parliamentary Paper a report with reference to 
the positions of Reporter of English and Irish appeals and peerage 
cases, and Accountant of the House of Lords. Mr. Moorsom, K.C., 
who has held the first-named appointment since 1881, has intimated 
that he proposes to retire when the House rises for Whitsuntide A 
suggestion by the Lord Chancellor has been adopted, and the reporting 
has been handed over to the Council of Law Reporting, subject to the | 
condition suggested by Lord Loreburn that the name of the reporter | 
to be employed should be submitted for approval to the Clerk of the 
Parliament: The wing on the Estimates to be effected by this 
arrangement will be over £500 per annum 

At a Congregation of the University of Cambridge on the 25th ult., 
the degree of LL.D. (honoris causd) was conferred upon Sir Horace 
Edmund Avory, Corpus College, Judge of the King’s Bench Division | 
of the High Court The Public Orator, Dr. Sandys, in presenting Mr 


Justice Avory, said that eighteen years had passed since members of 
the Supreme Court of Judicature had added to the list of those 
members of the University on whom Cambridge had the power of con 


been 


ferring complete deyrees honoris causd, and twelve since the deyree of 
LL.D. had accordingly been conferred on an honorary Fellow of Peter 
house, then known ae Sir John Gorell Barnes. Sir Horace Avory, who 
applied for the same degree. had been ai scholar of Corpus Christi 
College and captain of the College Boat Club, and was his Majesty's | 
Judge of the present Assizes 

In the House of Commons, on the 24th ult Mr. Pretvman asked | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer if he would state the vield for the | 
financial year 1910.11 of the increment value duty, undeveloped land 
duty, reversion duty, and mineral rights duty respectively; and the 
cost of collection of these duties including the cost of the valuation 
upon which the two first-named duties were based lhe Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said As I explained in my financial statement last 


week, practically the only duty which has vielded any considerable sum 
up to the present time is the mineral rights duty. In the case of the 
other duties, in consequence of the small number of the settled valua 
tions, the yield hae been trifling, the sums paid into the Exchequer on 
account of increment value duty having been £130, of reversion duty 
£260, and of undeveloped land dutv, £2,350. The cost of collection 
for the whole sum of £520,000 was £7,230, excluding the non-recurrent 
expenditure on valuation, which, as I have already mentioned, is more 
than paid for by the more accurate valuations for death duties 

On an application for postponement until the next sessions of a trial 
at the Central Criminal Court, made on the 25th ult., before the 
Recorder, the Recorder, says the Jimes, complained that there was the 


greatest difficulty experienced in those courts in getting long cases down 


for trial. There were nearly always applications being made for post 
ponements. In addition to that, next session would be a very he 

one, and would not come on for some weeks vet. In those circum 
stances he quite agreed that the case should come on this session 


Counsel said he was sorry, but owing to the illness of one of the people 
concerned in the trial the case conld not properly be heard at these 
sessions. The Recorder said: Perhaps the next judge could take it 
an overburdening amount of work to do ourselves. It 


We shall have 


| street, London, W. 


is a highly complicated case, and eminently suitable for a High Court 
In all probability Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence would be 
and if counsel could see his lordship in the interval 
It was agreed 


judge to try. 


and ask him to take the case, it would be an advantage. 
that the application should be made 

Mr. A. W. Gosden, writing to the 7'imes on the provision, discussed 
under the head of *‘ Current Topics,’’ enabling persons in receipt of 
ick relief to be relieved from distress or rent or execution his 
says :—‘‘ The position of poor persons in times of sickness is 
oftentimes a sad one, and most people will heartily sympathize with 
the object which Mr. Lloyd George aims at in the provision in question. 
sut I would venture to point out that houses occupied by the working 
classes differ from other classes of house property in that the owners 
of limited means—small 
May it not fairly be asked 


pon 


on 


are, very considerable extent, 
radesmen, thrifty mechanics, and the like. 
owners of this class should have such a burden thrust 
them? To the uninitiated the matter may appear a small one, but the 
practical effect will be that the houseowner will, in most cases, lose his 
rent for the period in question, whilst, on the other hand, he will 
liable for the ground-rent, rates, outgoings, and repairs 
Whether one agrees or disagrees with the policy of increasing the taxes 
upon the large landowner, it must surely be admitted that the present 
provision will cast an additional burden upon those who can ill afford 


to a persons 


vhether 


to bear it.”’ 

An unusual incident marked Wednesday's proceedings of the Local 
Legislation Committee (Section A), says the 7J'imes. The Bill under 
consideration was that promoted by the Rotherham Corporation for, 
amongst other purposes, authority to run a service of trolley, or railless, 
vehicles on certain specified routes. The estimated cost of the over 


head electrical equipment was put at £1,000 and of the vehicles at £660 
each, and the cost. of working at 6)d. per car mile. At the close of 
the evidence for the corporation the Committee ordered the room to be 
cleared, and on the parties being re-admitted, the chairman announced 
that the committee approved of the provisions relating to the proposed 
Mr. Lloyd, K.C., who appeared for the Great Central Railway 
against the proposal, protested that the committee had heard 
him nor Mr. Bidder, who appeared for the Midland Railway 
in opposition to the scheme. The chairman, after consulta 
tion with his colleagues. said there had been some misunderstanding 
The committee had taken into account what had been urged in the 
cross-examination of the corporation witnesses, but they desired to do 
full to the opposition, and were prepared to hear learned 
counsel even now. Mr. Lloyd and Mr. Bidder said that after what had 
taken place they would not waste time by addressing the committee, 
and they would reserve thei right to oppose the Bill in the House of 


Lords 
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Company 
neither 
Company 


justice 





** Merlin on Interpleader in the High Court and County Courts.” 
By S. P. J. Merlin, Barrister-at-Law. Price 6s. Butterworth & Co., 
sell-yard, W.C. [Apvr-.] 








Royan Navat Coivece, Ostorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
desctiption of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
[Apvr.] 


mouth. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 

June 7 and 14, and July 11.—Meeare. Dovetss Youre & Co., at the Mart, at 2 
Shops, Freehold Residences, &c., and Freehold Residential Estate (see advertisement, 
page ii, May 20). 

Jane 8--Mr. Jossrn Srowsr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Land, 
Estates, Freehold Ground Rents (see advertisement. pes ii, May 2)). 

June 13.—Mesars. Nortow, Tarst & Giteert, at the Mart: Freehold Building Site, 
aleo letting of Building Site on Lease (see advertisement, back May 27). 

June 12, 27, and July.—Moessrs. Harrons, Urp., Freshold Residential Estates, 
Residences, &c. (see at vertisement, page v, May 20). 

June 12.—Messrs. Dowcaw & Kimrron,at the Mart at 2: Freehold Proparty (see 
advertisement, page ii, May 20). 

Jane 12.—Mesara. Dawret Suirs, Son & Oxrxcey, at the Mart, at 2: Town Rosi- 
dence, Freehold Ground Rents, &c. (see advertisement, back page, May 27). 

June 13 and 14—Mesars. Eowry Fox, Bousrizip, Buewerrs, & Bappeuer, and Mr. 
Ws. Hoverroy, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents and Freehold Building 
Land (see advertisement, page iii, May 27). 

Jane 18 and 16, Jnly 4 and 18.—Messra. Desewniv, Tewsov, Ru aarnsow, & 
Co .at the Mart, at 2: Residences, Leasehold Ground Renta, Freehold Pr-pe'ties, 
Residences, Ground Renta, Residential Propertie: and Freehold Estate (see advertise 
ment, pages iv and v. May 20). 

June 15.—Meeers. Eowiw Fox, Boverretp, Brewerta, & Bavpecey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Rui'ding Site (<ee advertisement, back page, this w sek) 

June 15.—Mesare. Hamwrrom & Sows, at the Mart, at 2: L 
Mension (see advertisement, page v, May 20). 

Jone 19.—Mesers. Tockert & Sow, at the Mart,at2: Freeho'd Building Land and 


Raeidential 


bold Investment and 





| Public House (see advertisement, back page, May 27), 


Jaly 11.—Mesers. Weararratt & Gerzw, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property (se 


advertisement, back p*ge, this week) 
July 19.—Mesers. Rusnwoers & Brows, at the Mart, at 2: Business Premises 


(see advertisement, page iii, May 20). 
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Result of Sale. | 


Reveesions anv Live Potticiss. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Faipay, May 26. 


Mesers, H. E. Foster & Cranriecp beld their usual Fortnightly Sale (No, 932) of the JOINT S8TOCK COMPANIES 


above-named interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.U., on Thursday last, when the 


following Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount real.zod being £3,295: — Liuirep in Caancury. 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— DENNY SYNDICATE, LTtp—Creditors are required, on or before June 24, to send their 
To - a il = es ss OO ROTO names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred Green, 52, 
Tek am an ee »» £1,180 New Broad st, liquidator 

POLIC se ‘oF ASS URANCE- * 4 . GOYT SPINNING Co, Ltp—Petn for winding uo, preserted May 20, directed to be heard 
a a el Zc ve gp £1,300 June 14. Woodcock & Co, 15, Bloomsbury sq, agents for Markland & W hitehead, 65 
For pid - a £1,200 King -t, Manehester, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing must reach Mesars 

FULLY- PAID POLICIE 3— 7 Woodcock & Co nut later than 6 o clock io the afternoon of June 13 
For £2,600 : = os . oid ae ey ae | Hatry & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 19, to send their namesand 

‘0 £250 y a sit * ne oe = £160 | addresses, and the particulars of their debts, to Horace Johnst m Veitch, Brook House, 

REVERSION t> £350 ie es e~—« 900 10, Walbrook. Mason & Co, Gresham st, solors for the liquidator 

AN ENDOWMENT POLICY for £500 ae 1 ms £120 EASTERN SYNDICATE, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 

. ? iz before June 1, to send in their namcs and addres-es, and particulars of their debts 


and claims, to W C Northcott, 6, Great Winchester st, liquidator 

Rio FRIO SYN ICATE, LTD (IN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, ou or before 
July 8, tosend in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to A R Bennett, 65, Bishopsgate, liquidator 

W B NorMAN, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 19, to send their names 
avd addreses, and the particulars of their debts, to Horace Johnston Veitch, Brook 
House 10, Walbrook. Mason & Co, Gresham st, solors to the liquidator 


Court Papers. 
W F GorE & Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 18, to send in their 


Circuits of the Judges. and addresses, with particulara of their debts or claims, to Leonie Souvoroff 
Blumenthal, Campden Hill ct, liquidator 

The following Judges will remain in town: THE Lorp CaIEF JUSTICE | C4BNE PARK COLLIERY Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 26, yey 

ad 8 or a re THe Lort HIEF JUSTIC to b> heard at the Law Courts, Cardiff, on June 14. Vaughan & Roche, Cardi, 


OF ENGLAND, DARLING, J., A. T. LAWRENCE, J., and HAMILTON, J., solors to petitioner; Botterell «& Roche, Exchange chmbrs, St Mary Axe ‘Notice of 
during the whole of the Circuits ; the other Judges till their respective appearing must reach the above named nut later than six o clock in the after.oon of 
Commission Days. June 8 


London Gazette. —TUEBSDAY, May 30. 


Norice.—In cases where no note is appended to the names of the 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Cireuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be 














































































taken on the first working day ; in other cases the note appended to Limitep 1m Omawomet. 
the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil | Georce Srraxce, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before June 19 to send their 
Business will not be taken. In the case of Cireuit Towns to which : ame and — es, and _ parcic = ot 7 7 ~~ to poe Johnsoa 
. ent ‘ 7 : . artic | eit 0 Ibroo Aylet Kro ouse, Walbrook, so or to liquid«tor 
two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. to ~— ms, A Welton — a ett, sok ee Sean, cies yu gee 
a 3: tiiie:: : 3 23 3 ee £4 £8 2O3 8 before June 26, to sendin their ye and addresses, and particulars of their debts 
c 3 $ ‘ 3 Ge £23 “ or claims, to James Durie Pattallo, 65, London Wall, liquidator 
~ nS ; P tte ih &. MEYER & Co, LTD-- Creditors are required, on or before July 8 to send their names 
= ¢> ; 3h See : 3 and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to R.chard Meyer, 9 and 
a on : :3 : 78 : 2 10, Tokenhouse yard, liquidator 
‘ Es 3 &-:f&: cs 3. KosemMAN, Lrp—-Petn for winding up, pres*nted May 18, directed to be heard at the 
4 Es : 78 32 :§ Castle of Exeter, June 7. Salisbury & Griffiths, Bristol, solor for the petner. Notice 
m : ‘4 P| s ef appearing must reach the above-named not later thao 6 o'clock in the afternoon 
3 é re - of Jucveé 
q - 3 ¢ : 333 $ : SEVILLE’, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before July 14, to send their names and 
= ~~ Ee - 2s. 3 H | addresses, and the particulars of their debus or claims, to George Beswick. Lees, Oid- 
3 s $ ig? @ : 3: 5 : : | ham, solors to the liquidator 
> a Be Se iiigi., i 
Zz a fip mpi: 'g .s i - — . ‘ 
i's 184 i: -§ '2 “§ | Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
3 a ae es :s : | London Gazette,—Faipay, May 19, 
‘ ~ 3B a ta 33 a PEARSON FIRE ALARM, LTD. (Amalgamation). 
3 = SS we sets fai: : BRITISH FRAM CONSTRUCTION Co, LTD. 
2 2 38:8 iB 3: aes & )ONAH MINES, LTD 
os ; 38 Big 18 Si: : CROYDON SKATING Rink Co, LTp 
a ib ig ig 3B igi: s 3 3 COOKSON & WALKER, LTD. 
ie 3 § i§ : is Fo Ha SETELEAT SAA SS AUSTRALIAN ELECTRICAL Co, Ltp. 
- :ae: oa ss. 0 a: ° IMPERIAL STONE CO, LTD 
= wf . igs : ® ; =. * i. oes yn ANDERSON & Co, LTp., Folkestone 
x oe aii @iss: 8: a: eo > Bi: 2B | Gamer & CaMBRIvGE (BATH). LTD 
& £7 3::g2:2° mm; = sa eS if | La SocrRTE DES CHAUSSURES DEMONTABLES, LTD. 
4 Sb &S&: ic ripe > S oi: & ft MAY-OATWAY FIRE APPLIANCES, LTD. (Amalgamation). 
= Ek E:TES:58 z ig Z.2S S¥iiss MARINE FIBRE SYNDICATE, Lrp 
= ae &: 62 igs a ia 5 igf iSpe : 33 CHESTER LIBERAL Estate Co. LT 
2 e< 2::8 sh : & : 73 & :@ ‘é : Ee HOWARD FaRRAR ROBINSON & Co, LTD 
oe = = = = _— 7.- x | = CORKINGTON TIRES LTD. 
2 & : . § : : z : : ANGLO-FRENCH COAL AND Fue. Co, Lrp 
% |we ; = ; : ; BRISTOL FIRE CLAY Co, Lrp 
st i 4 . : : : SouTH East R¥CORD Co, LTD 
; 338. 7B: : c re iow ENGLISH RECORD Co, LTp 
> | gs” ie aia 8 3 London Gazette. —Tuesmay, May 23 
eB | at ‘4 Bi :2 4 73 ondon Gazette vesoay, May 
5&8 re. : ~ 33 # He LASQUETI ISLAND SyNDIOATE, LT! 
= : ee _s ‘8 & a LEICESTER PAINT Co, LTD, 
oS a4. =e 2 : 2°: Ivory Coast RuBBER Estates, Ltp 
all : . 22 tees : = RHOPESIA D TROOP SYNDICATE, LT! 
< i : $3 8 Sep 3 3 3 B : BRITISH ZAKIN SYNDICATE, Lip 
: BE iBi: ‘fs Bhar : Bin i: ROLLER RINK CONSTRUCTION Co (oF GREAT BRITAIN), LtD 
~ 2s iB: :Big: eiiigs oiin.e Sig tt: E. EaAGLAND & Sons, LTD 
a | ‘gS iis 2 iP 2 iag se: , ee eee BRADFORD MASONIC HALL Co, Ltp 
as Dm : :¥ 2.3 3 : :3¢@ 2B S 4 3: LEIGH'S VANS, LTb. 
: ee i os ‘5? @ & :4: FLERE & MILLS, LTD 
se |: Ms. Stee "Tee 2 W. F. Gore & Co, Lt. 
‘ee ie : i > 3 , 37 “tas DENNY SYNDICATE, LTD 
“eee 3 : 3: : : ip, i: sa 3 J Brapnom & Co, Ltp 
3 e= | $ iB i:8 ie :§ 3.00 3M: Gosport ELECTRIC THEATRE, LTD 
- 8s ay ¥ ¥ i sOripiii: SAMUEL NICHOLL & Sons, LTD 
: Ex B:5::8 : ar Woopnvkst, Ltp. 
5 | 3:5 338 4 See ee , cee GATTI JEWKL MANUPACTURING Cu, LTD, 
Js | ‘6 (Bis | ‘ge ttai:: LONDON GROUND RENT Co, Ltp 
. ‘ : ive t 7 oe 2 MORALES EXPLORATION CO, LTD, 
Q "2 3 3 3 | London Gazette.—Fripay, May 23, 
E bE ; J. Franots & Co. Lrp 
< £3 pe WYARD & TAYLOR, LTD. 
SB : :8: Ee | JOHN ANGOVE & Co., LTD. 
os #5 : ‘3 : tag ied | MonAce HovRL AND RESTAURANT SYNDICATE, Lrp. 
es; oe] } ig ' 22:8: A. B. ANIMATED PICTORE Cixcurt, LTD 
— i) eS EASTERN SYNDICATE, LTD. 
- g AVARSaSH~ weeesess 070 INHALERS, LTD. 
es 2 a eo . bh Capprr, SON & Co, LtD. 
a7 ss £ SeessssgesSsssssssessssssestss2ess MEDITERRANEAN OLD ENGLAND, LTD. 
sa g > ie > 2 b& i. B OW aTsow, LTD. 
= 2 > > > hb b& > .- by | G. F Frxister, Lrp. 
5S 4 grid itd 223 Spe, spepes Pore se bey PEARSON'S PROCESS GUANO. LTD 
=3 mr SSZSkes EStcesecrcs PESGHESuTES REVUE(MANICALAND) GOLD MINING Co, Ltp 
SESE SSS ss asses est ses eyseseteseece ; sonia: Rates 
< g 3 EE PES ERSSEESPSSBVEPES S35 2s | BELHOBEN SYNDICATE, LT1 
© | HOBRAAGREA ACER OReRSRSRB CR ERG aMeeS = | BB. T. SyNpicare, LTD. 
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AMBROSO SYNDICATE. LTD. 
Linvct (NORTHERN Niogrta) Tris SynxpicaTs#, Lrp, 
CRE. S¥NpicaTe, Lrp 
MINES AND | ANDS OF ReopESsIA DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 
DAVIES SELUKWE DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD 
MAYFAIR DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD 
CLIEVEDEN STEAMSHIP LTp 
Rio Frio Syypreater, Lip 

London Ga 


AH. B. Warrenouse & Sos, Lrp 
PUBLISHERS OF THE OBSERVER, 
OVERHILLS, LT 

J.D. Hite GiLires & ¢ 
PROPERTIES ACQUISITION 
SouTHERN GoLD farst, Lrp. (Re 
PATENT HypR CARBON, LTD 
YORKSHIRE Fisu VANURR ( 
YORKSHIRE ELecTRiC THRATRES 
& Rosewan, LTD 

Wrest LLANDUDNO BUILDING ESTATES 
Pike Berwick & KING, LTP 
ERBORINE MANUFACTURING BYNDI 


ete TUESDAY, May % 


LTD. 


LTD 
matruction) 


LTD. 
LTD 


Ltp 


ATK, LTD. 


Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day 

London Gazetts.—Faipay, May 26. 

Kirrow, Acapat, Clifton, nr Brighouse, Yorks, Grocer 
Smiths Hank, Ltd v Kitaon, Neville, J Ayrton, Brighouss 
Luorp, Ewwa Etreapern, Maoewell Hill Jane 30 
Another, Warrington and Parker, JJ 


London Gazette 


or Clam 


Edridge, Gt James st, Bedford row 
Torspay, May 30 


Gatne*, Atraep Jawues, Covent 


Gaines, Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ 


Garden Market, Herbalist July 6 
Caudwell, 8t John’s hill 


Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35 


Last Dar or Cram. 
London Gazette 


ADAM. JaMrEs, West Malling, Kent, MD June 30 

AGNEW, Sir WILLIAM, Great Stanhope at, Mayfatr 

ALOOF, ALFRED THomMPsos, Brixton hill i) 

AMSDEN, ERNEST, Shirley, Surrey July 9 Pearce & Sons, Weat Smithfield 

ARROWSMITH, JAMES, Altrincham, Chester July 3 Uardicker, Manchester 

BANNISTER, CHARLES WILLIAM, Hirmingham, Watch Material Manufacturer 
Connor, Birmingham 

BANNISTER. ELIZABETH, Handsworth, Staffs 

Bopen, Henry WALTees, Wilmslow, Chester June 14 Smith & Brooks, Stox kport 

BROOKS, EMMA, Cambridge July 1 Rurrow+, Cambridge 

BUCKLE, CAROLINE HAR«tett, Neville st, Kensington 
HKhournemouth 

CLARK, Teo +s, Settle, Yorks 

COLEMAN, WILLIAM, Buckland 

DAINTON, SAMURL JOSEPH 
comb «, Old Jewry 

DENAVIT, Leon Josern, Parie June Armitage & Co, Bishopsgate 

Donsos, [HoMAS, Holbeck, Leeds June 29 Dobson, Leeds 

DOWNES, WALTER, Forden, Montgomery June 27 Pryce, Montgomery 

DURANT, MARY JANE, Knackersknowle, Devon June 30 Brooker & Co, Plymouth 

FoMuNDS, HENRY HERBERT, Bath, Wairdresser June 380 Stone & Co, Bath 

EVERETT, ZACHARIAH SIMEON, Upper Parkstone, Durset June 20 Guillaume & Sons 
Bournem suth 

Foster, ALBERT ERNEST, Bradford Jane 30 

FRANCIS, JAMES, Southampton, Stoker Jure 23° Lamport & Co, Sou hampton 

GIRARDET, JULIA, Bournemouth June 26 Rogers & Co, Victoria st 

GOACHER, ANNIK, Lower Broughton, Salford July7 Brett & Co, Manchester 

GRAY, WILLIAM, Ibstock, Leicester May G E & F Bouskell, Market Bosworth 
Nuneaton 

HAMMOYD, GEORGE, Bromley, Kent, Plumber Jone 24 Weller, Bromley, Kent 

HANDS, RICHARD, Coventry July 7 Maddocks @ Co, Coventr 4 

HARDY, Epwin HovuLpswortn, Mansfield, Nottingham, Millwright June 
Manatield 

HARDY, ELIZABETH, Fallowfield, Manchester 

Hanis, ELtzaperu, Harford at, Mile End 

Kasinghal! st 
GHTON, MARY SUSAN 
mouth 

HELEY, JAMES WILLIAM, Wing, Buckingham, Corn Merchant 

Calcott, Leighton Buasard 


FRIDAY, May 26. 


Howlett, Maidstone 
Jalv 14 Sale & Co, Manchester 
Lind» & Co, Wea: st, Finsbury 


' 
une 


June 24 O'Connor, Birmingham 


August 1 Sharp & Symonds 


June 27 
Dover 
Belsize 


Vant, Settle 
July5 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 


rd, kilburn June 30 Smith & § 


m, 


Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 


June 24 
July 3 


Minor & Co, Manchester 
Isaacs & Lewis, Guildhall chmbrs 


Hat ANNIK, Parkstone, Poole June7 Trevanton & Co, Bourne 


July 11 Newton & 


June 3) Union of London and 


Barratt and Another v Lloyd and 


Lemarchand v 


circ "a 


Old Jewry 


, | MELVILLE, CHARLES, Lee s June 30 


Alcock, 


Hewitt, Rev THOMAS, H>ve. Brighton July 3 Keith, Southampton st, Holborn 
Hopson, WILLIAM Pyavs, Shildon, Durham, Railway Clerk June 27 Marquis, Crook 
Houtanh, Rev THomas, Yarm, Yorks June30 Archer & (o, Stockton on Tees 
HvuTTON, ANNIE, Newcastle upon Tyne July 3 Wilkinson & Mars all, Newcastle upon 
tyne 
Jonrs, Moses, Swansea, May 31 Gee & Edwards, Swansea 
Jones, SARAH, Thornton Heath, Surrey July 10 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 
KAHN, GASTON, Oxford st, Optician June 28 Gotdard, + lement's i n, Strand 
K ELSALL, JOSEPH, Audley, Staiford, Farmar June24 dcollinshead, Tunstall 
LANGSTEIN, SAMUEL, Glengarry rd, East Dulwich June 30 Hands & Lindo, Londoo 
wall 
LANGSTEIN, SARAH RACHAEL, Glengarry rd, East Dulwich June 30 
ondon Wall 
Lersr, THOMAS, Stafford, Labourer June30 Great Rex & Co, Stafford 
LUTHER, DWARD WENTWORTH, Hove, Sussex July 10 Tyler, Clement's inn 
McKenzie. DonaLp, Tunbridge Weils June 23 Gower, Tunbridge Weils 
MACYAMARA, JANE, Swansea June 24 Andrew & Thompson, Swansea 
MacRosty, ALEXANDER, Lillysleat, Crieff, NB July 7 Walker & Co, Car-y st 
MONCREIFFE, Rt Honourab'e Lady BEATRICE CONSTANCE, Poughton Park, Northampton 
June 80 Corbin & Co, Bedford row 
Monro, PATRICK ALEXANDER HALE, Portland rd, Camberwell Gate June 30 
“on, Gray's inn sq 
Moore, WILLIAM, Whitehaven, Cumberland, Mining Engineer July 15 
Whitehaven 
O'GRADY, AMEL!A BOLTON, Endlesham rd, Balham 
Avatin Friars 
OsporNE, MARY. Tunbridge Wells July 8 
PesTet., J: seen THomas, Danbury st, Islington 
Islington 
PHILLIPS, FRANCIS ROBERT MIDDLETON, Malden, Surrey, Solicitor Jaly 8 
Finsbury cireus 
PORTER, ARTHUR DOVER, Piccadilly June 30 Richardson, Cannon st 
RicuMoND, HARRIET, Gatley, Chester June 19 Brown & Co, Stockport 
“rm, Henry, Ardbeg rd, Herne Hill June 27 Dallimore & Co, Camberwell New rd 
SKELT, Epwarp Goven, Blackley, Manchester July 3 Uardtcker, Manche«ter 
SKILLINGOON FaepErick, Lincoln, Horse Dealer June 24 Andrew & Thompson, L ncoln 
S.erontT, JoserpH, Whaplode, Lincoln, Farmer June 24 Willders & Sen, Holbcach 
SMITH, GRORGE HILL. Holbeach, Lincoln, Carpenter June 30 ,Willders & Son, Holb:ach 
STANFORD, JOHN, Eastb urne June 26 J E Stanford, Savoy mans, Strand 
Steen, JAMES KLMES, Liverpool June 26 Berry & Co, Liverpool 
TAYLOR, EDITHA AGNES, Cirencester July 1 Adams & Vo Old Jewry 
THopy, JoHN MyYNorTt, Penge, Kent June 30 Eves, Mark ln 
Topp, MARY ANN, Venetia rd, Finsbury Park June 30 Ranger & Co, Fenchurch s° 
TREHANE, ELIZABETH, Exeter June 24 Dunn & Baker, Exeter 
TULLOCH, JANKE, Dawson pl, Bayswater July 3 Farrer & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
VENN, MARGARET, Whimple, Devon May 31 Ford & Co, Exeter 
VICKERS, MaRK, Great Saughall, nr Chester July 22 Hindley & Collinson, Livergoo! 
Waters. MARY Purser, Bromiley, Kent June 26 Slack & Co, Queen Victoria st 
| WILKINSON, ANN, Bralfo'd June 30 Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 
| Winsow, Joun AcCKRIL, Market Rasen, Lincoln, Poultry Dealer July 7 
Rainey, Market Risen 
WINNIATT, JANE, Hotwells, Bristol 


Hands & Lindo, 


Mote & 
Howson & Co, 
Jaly 8 Welch & Co, Pinners Hall, 


Bid lle & Co, Aldermanbury 
Jane 1 Lewthwaite, Duncan st, 


Gush & Co, 


Frearson & 


June 24 Lawrence & Co, Bristol 


London Gazette,— TUESDAY, May 30. 


Gurney & Craven, Bude, N Cornwall 

CooKE, SARAH ELIZABETH, Southport June 15 Thompson, Barrow in Furness 

Cory, ELEANOR MARSH, Beaumont sq, Stepney July 1t Greenwell & Co, Berners st 
CurRTIS, HELEN, Alres ord, Hanta June 27 Shield & Mackarness, Alresford, 

FINCH, GEORGE AUSTEN, Theobald’s rd, Holborn, Licensed Victualler June 30 Turner 


Couv, MARY JANE, Eveter July 10 


’ & Osborn, Leadenhall +t 


July 10 Moss & Taylor, Loughborough 


Griaes, Josern, JP, DL, Sherwood, Nottingham 
Bartlett & Gregory, 


HIGINBOTHAM, MARGARET, Fitzgeorge av, Kensington June 3u 
New sq, Lincoln s Inn 
HovLton, JAMES, Harrogate, Yorks July 1 Topham, Harrogate 
Hvcarss. EL, Countess Weir, Devon June 26 Roberts & Andrew, Exeter 
HUTCHERSON, MARY, Seirborough July 3 Birdsall & Croes, Scarborough 
JACKSON, GRORGIANA, Southsea, Hants June 24 Edgcombe & Co, Southsea 
LER, ANNIE, Loftusin Cleveland, York June 24 Topham, Harrogate 
LEVY, NATHANIEL, Adelaide rd June 10 Page & Scorer, Clement's inn, Strand 
MARSH, WILLIAM, Bath July 10 Stone & Co, Bath 
Cousins & Fletcher, Leeds 
MEREWPTHER, Captain HARRY ALWORTH FELLOWES, Shedfield, Botley, Hants July 4 
Macdonald & Lonzrigg, Bath 
Moore, Sir Gror@e MONTGOMERY JOHN, CIE, Albany mans, Albert Bridge July | 
Vallance & Vallance, Essex st, Strand 
OapeN, FANNY, Oldham June 1 Ascroft & Co, Oldham 
PAYNE, GeorGgE, Manchester, Accountant June 28 Jooes & Co, Manchester 
PicKARD, JOHN IREDALE, Leeds Builder July 1 James, Leeds 
PRICK, PHOEBE MARIA, Wollaston, Worcester June 30 Boote & Co, Manchester 
RANDLE, THOMAS, Nuneaton, Warwick June 28 Brock & Co, Nuneaton 
SeNIOR, HENRY, Ske Imanthorpe, nr Huddersfield June 30 Sykes & Co, Huddersfield 
Suitu, Rose, York June30 Wilkinson, York 
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL, Telford Mouse, Streatham July 1 Clements & Co, Old Broad st 
, | TOWNSON, SARAH JANE, Bath June 30 Stones & Co, Finsbury circus 
PRAVERS, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Horsham, Sussex June 30 Travers, Budge rew 
WaApE, ANSA ELIZABETH, Hemstal rd, West Hampstead July 8 Gush & ©», 
Finsbury circus ; 
Woops, SUSANNAH MARTHA ANGELL, Ryde, I of W June 26 Fardells, Ryde, I of W 
Youna, Jessie, Brighton July 11 Baker & Nairne, Crosby sq 


| Cannick, Many Hevewa Jane, Kitham, Kent, Confectioner | Hin, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Boot Repairer Wolver- 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette. —Fatpar, May 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aatry, James, Cockton Hill, 


Bishop Auckland, Durham 
Draper Durham Pet May8 Ord May 22 
Avams, Gronoe Hexary, Bournemouth, Auctioneer 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Aiscey, Jonas Hiast Faspenicn Saaw, Weybridge, Surrey, 
—— Assistant Kingston, Surrey Pet May 22 Ord 
May % 

Bacor, Hewxay, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st, Journalist 
Court Pet May5 Ord May 23 

Bampony, Jous, Gelligaer,Glam, Builder Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet May 5 Ord May 22 

Baayerr, Moanis, Broudesbary villas, Kilburn, Property 
Dealer HighCourt Pet Feb 27 Ord May 23 

Batty, Josnva, Kingston upon Hull, Sand Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Berrs, Haroi.p Hamrros, Woking, Surrey, 
Victualler’s Manager Brighton Pet May 
May 24 

Broruweit, Joserpn Crorra, 
Entertainer Sheffield 


Poole 


High 


lu Ord| 


Sheffield, Cinematograph 
Pet May 4 Ord May 22 


Licensed, | 


Greenwich Pet May 22 Onl May 22 
Craniver, Grorar Davin, Leighton Buzzard, Builder 
Luton Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


Cray, Faxpeaiscx Laiso, Tynemouth, Mercantile Clerk | 


Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Coryer, Frayx, Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet May 24 
Ord May 24 
Corqurst, Grornor, Cuaates Ozuoxn, and G M Ozmorn, 
Britannia Tavern, Hoxton, Middlesex, Theatre Pro- 
prietors High Court Pet April 22 Ord May 23 
Carsswett, Roseat Surrn, Brassington, ar Wirkswo:th, 
Derby, Farmer Derby Pet Mar 31 Ord Mav 22 
Curpy, Beatix, Leyton, Essex, Rate Collector High Court 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Davis, (wen, Great Grimsby, Skipper 
Pet May 23 Ord May v8 
Dixow, Raopa, Pontefract, York, Coal Dealer Wakefield 
Pet May23 Ord May 23 
Eaaueetos, Henry, Great 
Pet May 28 Ord May 23 
Funse, Aceext Donatp, Boundary In, Walworth, Engineer 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Garp, Writiam, Highbury pk, Highbury, 
High Court Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Gaszen, Haany Ricugs, Wotton under Evge, Glos, Druggist 
Gloucester Pet May24 Ord May 24 


Great Grimeby 
Great Grimsby 


Grimsby 


Greengrocer 





hampton Pet May °3 

Joxzs, Hvon, Bethel, Carnarvon, 
May 22 Ord May 22 

Joxes, Jouwx Lucius, Blackwood, Mon, Grocer Tredegar 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Ler, Faay«, Clayton, Tanca, Grocer Ashton under Lyne 
Pet May5 Ord May 24 

Littey, Groroe Epwarp, Wellingborough, Northampton, 
Shoeirg Smith Northampton Pet May 23 Ord May 


23 

Lirrwaxx Bros, Godliman st, Warehousemen High 
Court Pet May3 Ord May 24 

Maxix, Wittiam, Kingston upon Hull, Herbal Brewer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Manranact, Joux, Southport, Builder Liverpool Pet May 
24 Ord May 24 

Mavarce, K, Hitchin, Herts Luton Pet April 5 rd 
May 23 

Me.tox, Artuur Baawarp, East Dereham, Norfolk, Far- 
mer Norwich Pet May2 Ord May 24 

Miciax, Farpericx Greonos Styrmovun, Cary Castle, Somer- 
set, Innkeeper Yeovil Pet May 12 Ord May 22 

Ospouns, Herpert Cuaatir, Belgrave, Leicester, Debt 
Collector Leicester Pet May 22 Ord May 2? 

Pvou, Janez, Shrewsbury, Builder Shrewsbury Pet May 
24 Ord May 2% 


Ord May 23 


Builder Bangor Pet 








ondoa 


Lindo, 


mpton 


s Hall, 


‘An St, 


1 & Co, 


d 
neoln 


[boach 
Iboach 


Tp vol 


ion & 


st 
‘urner 


rough 
ory, 


uly 4 
uly 1 


‘olver- 


= 
e 
a 


degar 
Lyne 


ipton, 
May 


High 
rewer 
, May 


Ord 
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Boorns, Isaac Faancrs, Penryn, Cornwall, Outfitter Truro |.Suira, Rosert Lewis Wittiam, Riccall, nr York, Black- Srispiea, Jacon, Leiston, Suffolk, Fishmunger Ipswich 
Pet May 24 Ord May %4 smith June 8 at3 Off Rec, The Red House, Dun Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Sata, Bessie, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet May % Ord | combe pl, York | Taycon, Aetava, Mortimer, Berks Reading Pet May 4 
May 24 Tar-on, Anrave, Mortim», Berks Junei5atl2 Qaeen’s | Ord May 23 

Saspees, James Farpsaice, Burton on Trent, Pork | Hotel, Reaiing Waxp, Seru, Derby, Hay Merchant Derby Pet May 22 
Butcher Burtonon Trent Pet May 23 Ord May2} | Taorr, Hexny, Dewsbury, York, Tea Merchant June 7 at Ord May 22 


Scott Baos, Totterdown, Bristol, Fruiterers Bristol Pet 
May 10 Ord May 24 

Suaxesreaar, Faepertce Wittiam, Brierley Hill, Glass 
Maker Stourbridge Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Sascros, James Maaztix, Herne Bay, Builder Canterbury 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Sarra, Roprer Lewis Witttam, Riccall, Yorks, Blacksmith 
York Pet Mav 23 Ord May 2} 

Semspier, Jacos, Leiston, Suffolk, Fishmonger Ipswich 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Vouram, Epwarp James, Little Munden, nr Ware, Herts, 
Nurseryman Hertford Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Wasp, Sera, Derby, Hay Merchant Derby Pet May 22 
Ord May 22 

Wass, Joux Herpear, Gilfach Goch, Glam, 
Kepairer Cardiff Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Warrers, Ratea Jouy, Barnard Castle, Durham, Cabinet 
Maker Stockton on Tees Pet May 20 Ord May 20 


Collery 


| AINLEY, 


Witsow, Wittiam James, Rotherham, York, Tobacconist | 


Sheffield Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
Woorr, Tuomas, Settle, Yorks, Fruiterer Bradford Pet 
May 24 Ord May 24 


FIRS MBETINGS. 

Avaus, Gronos Hewxay, Bournemouth, Auctioneer June 6 
at 2.30 Areadechmbrs (first floor), Bournem uth 

Autex, Henny, Lanlivery, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler 
June7 at 12 Off Ree, 12, Princes st, Truro 

Bavor, Hexay, Serjeants’ inn, Fleet st, Journalist June 7 
atl Bankrup didgs, Carey st 

Baayett, Morats, Brondesbury villas, Kilburn, Property 
Dealer June7at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Barry, Joenva, Ki m upon Hull, Saod Merchant 
coast at 12 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbra, Lowgate, 

u 

Baows, Ropert F, Clacton on Sea, Easex Architect June 8 
at 2.15 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Coxquast, Gronoe, Cuartes Ozuunn, and G M Ozmunp, 
Britannia Tavern, Hoxton, Middiesex, Theatre Pro 
prietors June 8at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Cuspy, Beatie, Leyton, Essex, Rate Collector 
ll ss bldgs, Carey st 

Davies, Witt1aM Georae, Swansea, Shipping Clerk June 
9at ill Off Rec, Government bidgs, ot Mary's st, 
Swansea 


| Davis, Owen, Great Grimsby, Skipper 


Jane 8 at | 


1l Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Corporatioa st, Dewsbury 
Waap, Sera, Derby, Hay Merchant June 6 at 12 
Victoria bldgs, Loadoa rd, D-rby 
Wess, Joan Heanear, Gilfsch Goch, Glam, Colliery Re- 
pairer June 3ati}.3) 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 


Off Ree, | 


| 


Wetis, James Gaay, Stretford, Lancs June 3 at 11.30 | 


Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

AvaAus, Geoace Hexay, Bournemouth, Auctioneer 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Jonas Hiast Farpeaicx Suaw, 
Surrey, Dental Assistant Kingston, Surrey 
22 Ord May 24 

Asuwett, Agtave Tuomas, Queen Anne's gate, Wet- 
minster, Solicitor High Court Pet Mar 17 Ord May 25 

Barry, Josava, Kiogston upon Hull, Sand Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Baotawett, Joseru Crorrs, Sheffield, Cinem«tograph 
Entertainer Sheffield Pet May 4 Ord May 23 

Caanick, Mary Hecena Jane, Eltham, Kent Greenwich 
Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Cuay, Farpeaick Laine, Tynemouth, Mercantile Clerk 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 23 Ord May 23 


Poole 


Wev bridge, 
Pet May 


Coiyer, Feask, Brighton, Grocer Brightoa Pet May 2: 
Ord May 24 
Cunpy, Bratia, Leyton, Basex, Rate Collector High Court 


Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Datsun, Joun Rowan Lixpary, New Barnet, Herts 
Pet May 3 Ord May 20 


Pet May #3 Ord May 23 

Dixos, Raova, Pontefract, York, Coal Dealer 
Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Eowanps, Marcaret, Derby 
May 20 

Eoavesros, Henay, Great Grimsby 
May 23 Ord May 23 

Fuase, Acpert Doxacp, Boundary In 
High Court Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

Gasp, 
High Court Pet 


Wakefield 


Derby Pet April 4 Ord 


ay 22 Ord May 22 


| Guttman, Faanx Bewnett Maax, Hoxton st, Kite Manu 


Duxstax, Wittiam, Derby, Saddler June @atill Off Kec, | 


Vietoris bldg, London rd, Derby 

Freaxiz, Raten, Cromer June 3 at 1.30 Off Rec, 8, King 
at, Norwich 

Funse, ALsgrt Donan, Boundary ln, Walworth, Engineer 
June 9at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Gaav, Witttam, Highbury pk, Highbury, Greengrocer 
June7atll Bankruptey bidgs, Uarey st 

Hitt, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Boot Repairer June 8 at 
12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Inonsipe-Bax, Pearce BonnaM, Bournemouth, Gentleman 
June 6at2 Arcade chmbrs (first floor) Bournemouth 

Jackson, Witiiam, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincs, Gardener 
June 8 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West +t, Boston 

Jacoss, Jouwn Wiitiam, Lowestoft, Smack Owner June 3 
ati2 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Kexpatt, Wit.iam, Liverpool, Joiner June 7 at li Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Lirtuam Baorueas, Godliman st, Warehousemen June 8 | 


at 1 kruptcy b'dgs, Carey st 

Nu HOLSON, Witrrep, Kingston upon Hull, Builder June 
Ne Off Rec, York City nk chmbra, Lowgate, 

u 

Osvoans, Herpert Cuaasiz, Belgrave, Leicester, Debt 
Collector June 3 at 12 Off Reo, 1, Berzidge st, 
Leicester 

Pransox, WiiutaM Artuor, Manchester. Grey Cloth Mer- 
chant June 3 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Revert, James Heasent, Cheltenham, Hotel Proprietor 
June 8 at 3.30 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Ropexts, Isaac, Manchester, Builder June 3 at 10.30 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Rovaw, Atexayper, Newmarket, Cambridge. Watchmaker 
June 3 at 1145 White Hart Hotel, Newmarket 

Starer, Joun Sisson, Lytham, Lancaster, Barrister at 
law June 3 at 10.80 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 


reston 
Suita, Joseru Francis, Aspley Guise, Bedford, Builder 
Jane 3 at 12 Off Rec, Tne Parade, Northampton 
Brixpurr, Jaco, Leiston, Suffolk, Fishmonger June 8 at 
12.30° Off Rec, 36, Princes s', Ipswich 


facturer High Court Pet Mar 30 Ord May 19 
Garex, Hanay Ricues, Wotton under Edge, Glos, Druggist 
Gloucester Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


| BRADBURY, MATTHEW 


Barnet | 


Great Grimaby | 


Great Gaimsby Pet | 
Walworth, Eogineer | 


Wituiam, Highbury pk, Highbary, Greengrocer | 


Hitt, Tuomas, Wolverhampton, Boot Repairer Wolver- | 
hampton Pet May 23 Ord May 23 
Joxzs, Hvou, Bethel, Carnarvon, builder Bangor Pet 


May 22 Ord May 22 

Jones, Joun Lucius, Blackwood, Mon, Grocer 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Kaus, Lewis, Grove rd, Bow, Horsehair 
High Court Pet April 24 Ord May 22 

Littey, Georos Eowaap, Wellingborough, Shoeing Smith 
Northampton Pet May 23 Ord May 23 

McCaw, Dawizgt, Gerard rd, Barnes, Commercial Traveller 
Wandsworth Pet April 27 Ord May 23 

Maxis, Wittiam, Kingston upon Hull, Herbal 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Marsaui, Joux, Southport, Builder Liverpool Pet May 
24 Ord May 24 


Tredegar 


Brewer 


Manufacturer | 


| PATCHRLL, HENKY ARTHUR, 


Osvoane, Hesvest Caaacie, Leicester, Debt Collector 
Leicester Pet May 22 Ord May 22 
| Pues, Jasez, Shrewsbury, Salop, Builder Shrewsbury 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 
Reap, Grorow Napier, Sunderland, [ronmonger Sander- 
land Pet April8® Ord May 24 
Roserts. Isaac, Manchester, Builder, Salford Pet April | 


25 Ord May 23 

Rooras, Isaac Faawcis, Penryn, Cornwall, Outfitter 
Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Sara, Bessis, Hove, Sussex Brighton Pet May 2% Ord 

y 24 

Sanpeus, James Farpeaick, Burton on Trent, Pork Butcher 
Burton on Trent Pet May 23 Urd May 23 

Setsy, Ricaaap Pickeatne, Leaton, Notts, Beer Finiag 
Manufacturer Nottingham Pet Aprillz Ord May 23 

Saakespeare, Faepeaicxn Wii.i1aM, Brierley Hill, Stafford, 
Glass Maker Stourbridge Pet May 23 Ord May v4 


Truro 


Sugctos, James Martiy, Herne Bay, Builder Canterbury | 


Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Stawrner, Georoe Mecossox, Hebburn, Durham, Grocer 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 6 Ord May 23 

Sars, Rosert Lown Weanem, Riceall, Yorks, Blacksmith | 
York Pet May 23 Ord May 23 1 


Wanen, Siovey Heaseat, Vardens rd, Battersea, Licensed 
Victualler’s Maoager Wandsworth Pet Mar 29 Ord 
May 23 

Wane, Jouw Heaverr, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Colliery Re- 
pairer Cardiff Pet May 22 Ord May 22 

Weereas, Ratra Joun, Barnard Castle, Durham, Cabinet 
Maker Stockton on Tees Pvt May 20 Ord May 20 

Weis James Garay, Stretford, Lancs, Foreman Brewer 
Salford Pet May 5 Ord May 23 

Witttams, G@wicym, Quaker’s Yard,Glam Banbury Pet 
Mar25 Ord May 22 

Witsox, Wrecram James, Rotherham, York, Tobacconist 
Shetlield Pet May 22 Ord May 2: 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 9: 

Buasanpor, Peroy Faaxx, Combe Martin, Devon Ply 

mouth Pet May6 Ord May 6 
London Gazette, —TUESDAY, May 30, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Biao, WILLIAM CHARLES, Albert Palace mans, Batte sea, 
Wandsworth Pet April 21 Ord May 25 

BELG, ALBERT EDWARD. Sheffield, Licensed Victualler 
Sheffield Pet May 25 Ord May 25 


BLANCHARD, JAMES, Weybridge, Surrey Kingston, Surrey 
Pet April4 Ord May 1s 
JaMES, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet May 9 Ord May 26 
BRADSHAW, ALBERT Victor, Marple, Cheshire, Commercial 
Clerk Stockport Pet May 26 Ord May °6 
BuRkOWS, GRORGE, Worcester Park, Surrey, Inspector of 
Ord May 2% 


Ageuts Kingston, Surrey Pet May 3 
Buxton, JAMES, Lowestoft, Smack Owner Great Yar- 
mouth Pet May 25 Ord May 25 


Coorer, Tuomas, South pl, Fiusbury High Court Pet 
Marl? Ord May 2 

CRADDOCK, WILLIAM JoHN, Caledonian rd, Islington, Fish- 
monger High Court Pet May 25 Ord May 2 

DYKES, Kosert, Speldharst rd, Bedford Park, Acton, Con- 
tractor Brentford Pet May 26 Ord May 25 

EVANS, HARRY EXNEST, Oakengates, Salop, Fishmonger 
Shrewsbury Pet May 25 Ord May 25 


Gipps, LAuNcELor D L, Queen's gate, Aviator High 
Court Pet April 8 Ord May 26 

He \THCOTR, ARTHUR SAMUEL UNWIN, Malden, Essex 
Hich Court Pet AprilS5 Ord May 26 

HockNeY, ALFRED HUNTER, Great Grimsby, Cabinet 
Maker Great Grimsby tet May 26 Ord May 26 

Hoven, WILLIAM ANDREW, Rugby, Hay Merchant 
Coventry Pet May 26 Ord May 25 

Hvuoues, DorotTHy, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon Bangor 
Pet May 8 Ord May 26 

Hutcarnson, W, Wroxall, Ll of W Newport Pet May 2 
Ord May 24 

JANE, ALBERT AMOS, Boston, Lincs, Draper Boston 


Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

KNOCK, FRANK ALFXED NORMAN, Grasmere rd, Muswell 
Hill, Traveller Edmonton Pet May 26 Ora May 26 

MARTIN, Francis RoxsurG, Knightsbridge, Stationer 
Hgh Court Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

MASON, ARTHUR, Oakham, Rutland, Drug Stores Pro- 
prietor Leicester Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

MILLER, WILLIAM JOHN, Wantage, Grocer Oxford Pet 
May 26 Ord May 26 

Moss, WILLIAM ERNEST, Long Eaton, Derby, Joiner 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 


Derby 


Budleigh Salterton, Devon, 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 
Eagiescliffe, Durham, Commission 
Pet May 25 Ord May 26 
Merchants High Court 


Coal Merchant Exeter 

RoBERTS, RICHARD, 
Agent Stockton on lees 

Sicnm. & Co, ERNEST, Bread st, 
Pet May 4 Ord May 30 

SINGER, M, Rosebery av High Court 
May 25 

Taylor, Ropert UENRY, Penrhiwceiber, Glam, Ironmon 
ger Aberdare Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Treperr, HERBERT WILLIAM, West End In, W Hampstead 
High Court Pet April 4 Ord May 25 

LPiCEHURST, CHARLES Haslemere, Surrey, Bulider 


Pet April 21 Ord 


Guild 


ford Pet May 25 Ord May 2% 
TotLer JAMES Toop, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, Brushmaker 
Burnley Pet May 24 Ord May 24 


Vickers, ARTHUR, Wednesfield, Staffs, Grocer Wolver 
hampton Pet May 26 Ord May 6 
WHITFIELD, MILES, Morecambe, Lancs, Fruiterer Preston 


Pet May 26 Ord May 26 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


2a, MOORGATE STEHT, LOND\DoON, 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeais to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ang supervision of the Corporation. 


X | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting ja Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 


ea application. 








THE SOL ICITORS’ 


JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


June 2. rart, 
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FIKST MEETINGS. 

ABLEY, JAMES, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Draper 
Sat 3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

AINLEY, Jonas Hirst FREDERICK SBAW, 
Surrey, Vettal Assistant June 3 at 12 
Westminster Bridge rd 

ALTON, REGINALD ALTON TIJOU, 
at 14.45 

BAMBURY 
Off Rec 
rydiil 

KeTTs, HAkoLD Hampton, Wokiog, Surrey, Licensed 
Victuallers Manaver Jnne 7 at 12 Off Rec, 17, 
Mar!borough pl, Brighton 

BiaG, WILLIAM CHARLES, Albert Palace mans, Battersea 
done 9at iz 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

BLANCHARD, JAMES, Weybridge, Surrey June 7 at 11.30 
122, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

BURROWS, GEORGE, Worcestir Park, Surrey, Inspect wr of 
Agents June 9 at 1i%0 18, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge rd 

CARLYLE, FRANCIS JoNN, 


June 


Weybridge, 
13%, York rd, 


Bulford, Wilts June 8 
Off Ree, City chmbis, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Joun, Gellygaer, Glam, Builder June 9 at 11 
County Court Office, Town Bali, Merthyr 


Sunderland, Durham, Solicit: 
June 14 at230 Off Kec, 3, Macor pl, Sunderland 
CARRICK, MARY HELENA JANE, Eitham, Kent, Con 

fectioner June 8at11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
gerd 
GEORGE DAVip, Leighton Buzzard, Builder 
June Satlz Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 
OLYER, FRANK, Brighton, Grocer June 7 at 11.40 
Rev, 124, Marlborough p), Brighton 
CRADDOCK, WILLIAM JonN, Caledont.n, Islington, Fish 
monger June 9at230 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
CURWELL, THOMAS WARING, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Joiner 
June 8atill Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liverp oi 
Daisu, JouN ROWAN LINDSAY, New Barnet, Herts 
Hatlz 14, Bedford row 
DAVIS, Moses, Brundesoury rd, Kilburn, 
at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 
DAVIS, OWEN, Great Grimaby, Skipper June 
Off Rec, >t Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimaby 
ROOLesTos, HEnkY, Great Grimsby June 7 at 11 
Kee St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimeby 
EVANS, HARRY ERNEST, Oakengates, Nalop, Fishmonger 
June lzat 12.30 Of Ree, Swanhill, Shewabury 
Ginns, LAUNCELOT D L, Queen's gate, Aviator June | 
at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey +t 
GiimMson, GEonazs, Sheffield, Travelling Draper 
11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Gnees, HARRY Riches, Wotton under Edge Glo 
gist June lv ati? Off Ree, Station rd, Glouces er 
HEATHCOTE, ARTHUR SAMUEL UNWIN, Maldon, E-sex 
June l2ati¢ Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
Hova@h, WILLIAM ANDREW, Kugby, Hay Merchant 
Satil Off Ree 8, High st, Coventry 
JANE, ALBERT AMvS, Boston, Lines, Diaper 
12.45) «Off Rec, 4 & 6, Weat st, Boston 
Jones, Joun Lucit Hackwood, Mon, Grocer 
st IL Off Kee, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
LACEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Glastonbury, Hairuresser June 
7 at 11.90 Off Ree, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
LILLEY, GEORGE EDWARD, Wellingho-ough, Sheeing 4mith 
June 8 at 11.30 Off Kev, The Parade, Northampton 
MAKIN, WILLIAM, Kingston upon Hull, Herbal Brewer 
June 9 at 11.30 Off Ree, York City Bauk chmbrs 
Lowgate, Hall 
MARSHALL, JOUN, Fleetwood, Lancs, Builder 
It Off Res, 35, Victoria st, Liverpvot 
MARTIN, FRANCIS ROCKBURGH, Knightsbridge, 
June l¢atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
MASON, ARTHUR, Uskham, Rutland, Drvg Stor’s Pro 
prietor June 7at3 Off Rec, 1, berridge st, Leicester 
MELTUN, ARTHUR BARNARD, East Dereham, Norfuik, Far 
mer Jane lv at 1.80 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
MILLER, FREDERICK GEORGE SEYMOUR, Castle Cary, 
somerset, Innkeeper June 8 at 12.30 
chmbrs, Catherine st, Salistury 
Puan, JaABEzZ, Shrewsbury, Builder 
Ree, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 
SHAKESPEARE, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Brierley Hill, 
Stafford, Glass Maker June 9 at 12 Of Rec, 1}, 
Priory st, Dudley 
Singer, M, Bosebery av 
Carey st 
reeeit, HereerT WILLIAM, West 
stead June sat 11 
VICKERS, ARTHUR, 
atl2 Off Ree, 
VoLLAM, Epwarp 
Nurseryman 


Ort 


June 


Builder June 9 


7 at 11.30 


ont 


June 8 at 


Drug 


Jute 
Jane Sat 


June 9 at 


Stationer 


June 12 at 11,30 Off 


June 8atl Bankruptcy bidgs, 

End In, ¥ est Ham; 

Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

Wednesfield, Stafford, Grocer 

Wolverhampton 

Jamns, Little Munder, nr Ware, 

Junell at 12 14, Bedford row 

Wrerers, RaLrn JouN, Barnard CUsetle, Durham, 
Cabinet Maker Jane 8 at 12.30 Off Rec, Court 
chmbrsa, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

WILgoN, WILLIAM JAMES, Rotherham, York, Tobacconist, 
June 8 atl? Off Kec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Woorr, THOMAS, Settle, Yorks, Fruiterer 
Off Rec, 12, Duke et, Bradford 

ADJU DICATIONS. 

ABLEY, JAMES Bishop Auckland, Durham, Draper Durham 
Pet May 8 Ord May 26 

BAGGER, HENRY THRODORE J AMBS, Serjeants' inn, 
Journalist High Court Pet May 5 Ord May 25 

BARNETT, MORRIS, Brordesbury villas, Kilburn, Property 
Dealer High Court Pet Feb27 Ord May 

BELL, ALBERT EDWARD, Sheffield, Licensea 
Sheffield Pet May 26 Ord May 25 

BRADSHAW, 
celal Clerk Stockport Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

SURROWS, GRORGER ALEXANDER, Worcester Park, Surrey 
Inspector of Agents Kingston, Surrey 
Ord May 27 

BUXTON, JAMES, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great Yarmouth 
Pet May 45 Ord May 2% 

CLARIDGR, GroRGE DAVID, Leighton Buzzard, 
Luton Pet May 24 Ord May 27 

CRADDOCK, WILLIAM JORN, Caledonian rd, Islington, Fish 
monger High Court Pct May 2) Ord May 25 

DY Kes, KoBERT, Speldhurst rd, 
tractor Brentford 


Herts, 


Pet May 2 Ord May 26 


FRIEND, FRANCIS LAUNCELOT TEMPLE, Reading Reading 
Pet Feb 25 (Ord May 25 

HAWKRIDGE, A, Tockwith, Yorks, Widow York 
17 Ord May % 

Hock NkY, ALFRED HUNTER, Great Grimsby, Cabinet 
Great Grimsby Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Hoven, WILLIAM ANDREW, Rugby, Hay 
Coventry Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

JANE, ALBERT AM’ 8, Boston, Lincs, Draper B: 
May 26 Ord May 26 

K Nock, ——_ ALPRED NORMAN, Grasmere rd, Muswell 
Hill, Traveller Edmonton Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

MARTIN, FRANCIS ROxBuRGH, Knightsbridge, Stationer 
High Court Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

Mason, ARTHUR, Oakham, Rutland, Drug Stores Pro 
prietor Leicester Pet May 27 Ord May 27 

Moss, WILLtaAM ERNEST, Long Eaton, Derby, 
Derby Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

PATCHELL, HENRY ARTHUR, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, 
Coal Merchant Exeter Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

PYNk, HENRY CHARLES, Southampton House, Ho born, 
Printer High Court Pet Feb22 Od May 25 

RopeERTS, RICHARD, Eaglescliffe, Durham, Commirsion 
Agent Stockton on Tees Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

SARTORIS, LIONEL CHARLES GEORGE, Rutland gate High 
Court Pet Feb 18 Ord May 25 

STRALEY, JoserH, Gatley, Cheshire, Sanitary 
tockport Pet April 26 Ord May 76 

PaAYLor, Ropert HENRY, Penrhiweeibr, Glam, 
Aberdare Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

TICKHURST, CHARLES, Haslemere, Surrey, 
ford Pet May 25 Ord May 25 

roLLetTH, JAMES Topp, Hebden Bridge, Yorks, 
Maker Burnley Pet May 24 Ord May 24 

Vickers. AnTHUR, Wednesfield, Grocer Wolverhampton 
Pet May 26 Ord May 26 

WHITFIELD, MILES, Morecambe, 
Pet May’6 Ord May 26 

Woorr, THOMAS, Settle, Yorks, Fruiterer 
May 24 Ord May 25 


Maker 
Merchant 


“ston Pet 


Joiner 


Plumber 
Tronmonget 
Builder Guild- 

Brush 
Preston 


Lancs, Fruiterer 


Bradford Pet 





(BRITISH COLUMBIA. 


INCREASING PROSPERITY. 
DECREASING TAXATION. 

Climate ond land well adapted for FRUIT GROW- 
Iya, DAIRYING AND MIXED FARMING, HORSE, 
HOG AND POULTRY KAISING 
Markt near at hand and Good Piices obtain ble 
Tull information, free of charge, can be 
and specimens «f Fruits end Grain, 
Photographs seen at the Off 


obtained, 
and Maps and 


« of 


*~ 


Pet Mar 


ty | 








Salisbury House J. H. TURNER, 
Finsbury Cireus ,London Avgent-Gieneral for B.f 


| AW.—GREAT 
4 payment 
writing charges 





8, d. 
Abstracts Copied ” -» © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts . 2 3 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand «» © 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted - : . per sheet, 
Full Copies + folio. 
PAPER.— Foolscap, ‘1a. per sheet pre }d, ditto; 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 





Off Kee, City | 


June 9 


June 7 at 11 


Fleet st, 


Victualler 


Apert Victor, Marple, Cheshire, Commer- 


Pet May 3 
Builder 


Bedford Park, Acton, Con- 


Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689. 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS, TAILORS. 


To H.M, THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 


LEV6EB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 


Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 


CORPORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE. LONDON. 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. 


BY AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 


SHARE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 


printed. OUOFP.CIAL SgALS vesigned and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, £c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Fued. 


SAVING.—For prompt 


26 per cent. will be taken off the following 


LONDON CUARANTEE AND 
ACCIDENT COMPANY (LIMITED). 


The Company’s Bonds are Accepted by the High Court ag 
SECURITY for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD. 
MINISTRATOBRS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to be given, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS under the Bankruptcy Acts, and by the Scotch 


Courts, &c., &e. 
Claims Paid Exceed - £2,375,000. 


Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party 
including — Risks, 





Fir 
Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurance. 
HEAD OFrFick :—42-45, New Broad Street, 
West End Office: No. 61, 8t. James's Street, §.W 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro. 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Oapualised. 


S H. CLAYTON, } Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries, 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


cneiaaan 1823), 


Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 


Paid-up Share and Deventure Capital, £637,526. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
30, COLEMAN STRERT, E.C. 


ORWAY 


VISITING FINEST FJORDS 


BY THE 
$8. “‘OTRANTO,” 


12,124 tons Register, of the 


ORIENT LINE. 


From LONDON —30th June. 
From GRIMSBY—Ist, 15th, and 29th July; 
12th and 26th August, 
LUXURIOUS LOUNGES, SINGLE BERTH CABINS, 
BEDSIEAD STATE ROOMS, CABINS DE LUXE, 
WIRELESS 1TELEGRAPHY. 
13 DAYS FOR i2 GUINEAS 
and upwards. 
Write for Free Mllastrated Booklet to 
SI1EAM NAVIGATION COMPANY, « 
Avenue London, E. C., and 28. ¢ 
Managers—F. GREEN @ CO., 
ANDERSON & CO. 


E.C* 














ORIENT 
Fenchurch 
ockspur Street, S.W. 
and ANDERSON, 











LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON, 

HES RY GREEN, Advertisement Agent. 

begs to direct tbe attention of the Legal Protession 

.o the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 

fifty years in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 

&e., and to solicit their continued sapport, — N.B. 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Ureditors and 

Dissolutions of Partnerehip, with necessary Declaration. 

Fie of “‘ London Gazette” kept for free pF mem By 

appointment. 


BRAND’S 
Al 


SOUPS 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 





| BRAND & CO., Ltd., Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, S.W 
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